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Mr. FINE: Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2004. An act for the relief of Mr. and Mrs. 
David H. Perkins; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1610). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. FRAZIER: Committee on the Judi
ciary. S. 2005. An act for the relief of Har
riet F. Bradshaw; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1611) . Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. FINE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
S. 2418.. An act for the relief of Britt-Marie 
Eriksson and others; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1612). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MILLER of New York: Committee on 
the J ud iciary. H. R. 2628. A bill for the 
relief of the George H. Soffel Co.; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1613). Referred to 
the Commit tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RODINO: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 4037. A bill for the relief of M. Neil 
Andrews; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1614). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. GOODWIN: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 4492. A bill for the relief of 
Norma J. Roberts; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 1615). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of rule · XXII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FOGARTY: 
H. R. 7151. A bill making appropriations 

for the Department of Labor, the Federal 
Security Agency, and related independent 
agencies, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1953, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: 
H. R. 7152. A bill to provide for voluntary 

coverage under the Federal old-age and sur
vivors insurance system for lawyers engaged 
in the practice of their profession; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska: 
H. R. 7153. A bill to abolish free transillis

sion of official Government mail matter and 
certain other mail matter; to the Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. HARVEY: 
H. R. 7154. A bill to provide for the issu

ance of a special postage stamp honoring the 
centennial of the Indiana State Fair; to the 
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr . • SABATH: 
H. R. 7155. A bill to relieve from liability to 

refund to the United States any compensa
tion received for any period prior to July 
l, 1935, in contravention of dual compensa
tion laws; to the Committee on the Judici
ary. 

H. R. 7156. A bill to provide that certain 
unclaimed deposits in national banks shall 
be covered into the Treasury of the United 
States; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. SADLAK: 
H. R. 7157. A bill to amend the Defense 

Production Act of 1950, as amended; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin: 
H. R. 7158. A bill to amend the Agricul

tural Act of 1949 so as to provide support 
for the price of defatted milk at 1 Y:z cents 
per pound; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 
H. R. 7159. A bill to recognize nonprofit 

nonpolitical veterans' organizations for pur
poses of bestowing upon them certain bene
fits , rights, privileges, and prerogatives; to 
the Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. COLE of New York: 
H. R. 7160. A bill to provide for the train

ing of candidates for appointment as nurses 
in the military services; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 
H. R. 7161. A bill for the safety of life and 

property by making certain commercial fish• 
ing vessels subject to the rules and regula
tions of t h e United States Coast Guard 
marine inspection; to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RAYBURN: 
H. R. 7162. A bill to authorize the Chief of 

Engineers to enter into contracts for the use 
of dams and reservoirs under the control 
of the Depart ment of the Army for the stor
age and release of water for domestic and 
industrial uses, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. COUDERT: 
H. Res. 583. Resolution to amend the Rules 

of the House of Representatives, so as to 
make in order provisions in and amend
ments to general appropriation bills which 
reduce, or impose limitations upon the ex
penditure of, appropr iations previously made; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BURDICK: · 
H. Res. 584. Resolution requesting the Sec

retary of the Interior to investigate the ac
tivities of the Tribal Council for the Indians 
of the Fort Bert hold Reservation; to the 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Washington: 
H.J. Res. 406. Joint resolut ion authorizing 

the erection of a statue of Leif Ericsson in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: · 

By Mr. ALLEN of California (by re
quest): 

H. R. 7163. A bill for the relief of Peter M. 
Mihalovici; to the Committee on the Judi-. 
ciary. 

By Mr. COLE of New York: 
H. R. 7164. A bill for the relief of Peter 

Rousetos, also known as Panagiotis Rousse
tos, also known as Pana.giotis Roussetos Me
tritikas; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

. By Mr. DENNY: 
H. R. 7165. A bill for the relief of Lydia 

L. A. Samr·aney; to the Committee on the 
.Judiciary. 

By Mr. FARRINGTON: 
H. R. 7166. A bill for the relief of Chien 

So Chen and Chien So Chuing; to the Cam
mi ttee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 7167. A bill for the relief of Osamu 
Yamaguchi; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

H. R. 7168. A bill for the relief of Nalani 
Jean Damon; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mr. FINE: 
H. R. 7169. A bill for the relief of Aroussian 

Agopian and Tacor Agopian; fu the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary. · 

By Mr. KEARNEY: 
H. R. 7170. A bill for the relief of Johanna 

Zeline Zolliker; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. KELLY of New York: 
H. R. 7171. A bill for the relief of Nicholas 

Toumanoff; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 
H. R. 7172. A bill for the relief of Cosmo 

Spinosa; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LUCAS: 

H. R. 7173. A bill for the relief of Linda 
Darlene Kunz; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H. R. 7174. A bill for the relief of Charles 
Edmund Dumaresq Clavell; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: 
H. R. 7175. A bill for the relief of Robert 

Keith Slotvig; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
642. Mr. HART presented a petition of the 

Hudson County Press Club, Union City, N. J., 
which unanimously passed a resolution pro
testing House Speaker's ban on broadcasting 
and telecasting in House committees, which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

•• .. ... •• 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

FRIDAY, MARCH 21, 1952 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev.Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 

Almighty and ever-blessed God, as 
we continue in the business of this new 
day, may we be conscious of the creative 
and cooperative presence and power of 
the spiritual factors and forces. 

Make us see that we cannot solve any 
of our human problems without Thy 
help and that all our efforts will end in 
futility and failure unless we have divine 
guidance. 

Lift our timid and trembling spirits 
out of the doubts and fears which make 
us cowards, into the glorious faith that 
enables us to go forth as conquerors, 
courageous and invincible. 

Grant that our lives may be strong in 
the integrity which remains steadfast 
in times of trial and temptation. 

May we be patient and hopeful in the 
hours of darkness when all earthly lights 
are eclipsed and extinguished by adver
sity. 

In Christ's name we bring our petition. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
. yesterday was read and approyed. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION, 
1953 

Mr. NORRELL (on behalf of Mr. 
KIRWAN), from the Committee on Ap
propriations, reported the bill <H. R. 
7176) making appropriations for the De
partment of the Interior for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1953, and for other 
purposes <Rept. No. 1628), which was 
read a first and second thae, and, with 
the accompanying papers, ref erred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JENSEN reserved all points of 
order on the bill. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I m~ke 
the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently, no quorum 
is present. 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I move a 
call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the fol

lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 

Abbitt 
Auchincloss 
Bailey 
Baring 
Battle 

[Roll No. 32] 
Belcher 
Bolling 
Bolton 
Bosone 
Boykin 

Brownson 
Buchanan 
Burdick 
Burnside 
Butler 
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Byrnes 
Carrigg 
Caller 
Clevenger 
Combs 
Corbett 
Dawson 
Dingell 
Dollinger 
Dondero 
Doyle 
Fernandez 
Flood 
Fogarty 
Fugate 
Gore 
Granger 
Grant 
Halleck 
Harrison, Va. 
Hart 
Hays, Ohio 
Hedrick 

Heffernan 
Herter 
Hinshaw 
Hull 
J ackson, Calif. 
James 
Kee 
Kersten, Wis. 
King, Pa. 
Larcade 
McConnell 
McKinnon 
Mack, Ill. 
Martin, Iowa 
Miller, Calif. 
Morgan 
Morrison 
Morton 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Murray, Wis. 
O'Hara 
Passman 

P atman 
Potter 
Powell 
Prouty 
Rabaut 
Ribicoff 
Rivers 
Roberts 
Rogers, Tex. 
Sheppard 
Sh ort 
Staggers 
Stockman 
Velde 
Weichel 
Welch 
Wheeler 
Wickersham 
Widnall 
Wigglesworth 
Wolcott 
wood, Ga. 

The SPEAKER. On this roll call, 349 
members have answered to their names, 
a quorum. 

By unanimous consent, further pro
ceedings under the call were dispensed 
with. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. SHAFER asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 hour 
today, following the conclusion of any 
special orders heretofore entered. 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION 
BILL, 1953 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill <H. R. 7072) mak
ing appropriations for the Executive Of
fice and sundry independent executive 
bureaus, boards, commissions, corpora
tions, agencies, and offices, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1953, and for other 
purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 7072, with 
Mr. MILLS in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit

tee rose on yesterday, the Clerk had read 
down to and including line 12 on page 
25. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR 

.AERONAUTICS 

Salaries and expenses: For necessary ex
penses of the Committee, including one Di
rector at not to exceed $17,500 per annum so 
long as the position is held by the present 
incumbent, and including contracts for the 
making of special investigations and reports 
and for engineering, drafting, and computing 
services; equipment; not to exceed $213,400 
for expenses of travel; maintenance and op
eration of aircraft; purchase of four pas
senger motor vehicles for replacement only; 
not to exceed $100 for newspapers and 
periodicalsi and services as authorized by 
section 15 of the act of August 2, 1946 (5. 
U. S. C. 55a); $46,522,200. 

Mr. DURHAM. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I take this time to say 
a few words about this program and 
how important it is to our national de
fense and to the development of an Air 
Force, in which I think every Member 

of the House is interested. You may 
recall that the NACA operated for many 
years without contract authority, ex
cept from the appropriations authority, 
many facilities which are now necessary 
to carry out the basic and fundamental 
research that is necessary now. We did 
not h ave a supersonic wind tunnel in 
this country until after World War II. 
That was a great mistake because we 
have seen the slow development of the 
jet engine and the metallurgical prob
lems that have slowed down the jet pro
gram, in my opinion, more than any 
other one thing. We will bring before 
this body on Monday an authorization 
for a metallurgical laboratory. I want 
to ask the chairman of the subcommit
tee if there are any funds carried in 
this appropriation, which we are con
sidering today' which can be used to 
begin a metallurgical laboratory. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will say to our dis
tinguished friend ." the gentleman from 
North Carolina, that there are funds 
in this bill authorizing the construction 
of four separate and distinct brand-new 
projects. we have been given to under
stand by the NACA that the gentle
man's subcommittee was in the act of 
approving this, and, as the gentleman 
will recall, I discussed the matter with 
him and, on the assumption that he was 
going to 3.pprove them and bring them 
to the House for the approval of the 
House, we are supplying some funds for 
this work. 

Mr. DURHAM. I thank the gentle
man very much. I think it is very wise 
to put the necessary funds into the pres
ent appropriation to start this metal
lurgical laboratory. 

There are reasons why that is neces
sary that cannot be gone into on this 
floor. Speeds are developing problems 
in our metals and alloys that are be
yond comprehension. I feel that if we 
can have the necessary scientific tools 
we can solve some of these problems and 
speed up the program. 

The wind-tunnel program, which is 
being carried out today, is one of the 
most scientific and highly technical 
problems facing scientists, because it 
goes into the highest problems of science. 

I understand we are cutting out today 
800 positions in the personnel of NACA. 
Is this correct? 

Mr. THOMAS. Let me give the gen
tleman the exact figure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DURHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for one 
additional minute, that the gentleman 
may answer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMAS. Let me go back to the 

beginning. I do not know of any agency 
in this Government that has had any 
better treatment than this agency. I 
agree with my distinguished friend from 
North carolina [Mr. DURHAM]. He cer
tainly has done wheel-horse work on 
this agency. But this crowd had Jess 
than six or seven hundred people right 
after World War I. In 1941 they had 

only 844 employees. We have let them 
go up now to 7,800. Just think of it. 

Mr. DURHAM. Does not the gentle
man think it was justified in the devel
opment of the Air Force? 

Mr. THOMAS. Of course they are 
justified, to some extent ; but, frankly, I 
think we have let them go too fast. 
They ought to consolidate; they ought 
to stop and take a look and pull in their 
horns and see if they cannot do a better 
job with the people they have without 
expanding at the rate of seven or eight 
hundred or a thousand employees every 
year. 

Mr. DURHAM. I thank the gentle
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from North Carolina has 
again expired. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Cer
tainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wonder if I may pro
pound a unanimous-consent request. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Not out 
of my time, I hope. 

Mr. THOMAS. No. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con

sent that all debate on the paragraph 
dealing with NACA, and all amendments 
thereto, close in 6 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 

Chairman, it is my purpose to vote for 
any and all amendments which will cut 
down appropriations, perhaps for a rea
son that others may not have. The Li
brary told me this morning that we had 
spent for the Marshall plan $597,000,
ooo: Then, for ECA through 1948 to 
1952, $22,539,913,000 under Paul Hoff
man-he says no relation-from April 
3, 1948, to October l, 1950, actual ex
penditures, exclusive of administrative 
costs, $8,463,000,000; total appropriations 
during that period, $10,146,000,000. 

A total of $23,136,913,000 spent. 
I noticed in the press recently that 

Paul Hoffman, who was the Administra
tor of ECA-it is now known as Mutual 
Security-and who so efficiently-no, I 
do not want to say that--so quickly. and 
with so little to show for his spending, 
spent so many billions abroad, is coming 
back home and I underdand-and this 
is not a political speech in any way
that he is to be the campaign manager 
of a candidate-I will not name names_:_ 
of a candidate for the Presidency. Paul 
and his candidate are presumably of one 
mind as to our foreign policy: It is the 
policy of the internationalists and fi
nancial interests of this country. I am 
also told by my colleagues from the 
Northeast--! have been told several times 
in the last few days-that the gentleman 
whose campaign Paul will manage, will 
be elected. If that is so, as long as Paul 
and those associated with him-you can 
get most of their names from the press; 
they as a rule are politicians and states
men intending to carry out the policies of 
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the present administration, the foreign 
policies-I think that we ought to save 
a few dollars, for certainly Paul and most 
of the others are advocates of billion
dollar spending. I want to cut this 
bill. I will not say what I will do later 
on as other bills come up. But I want 
to cut this bill so that there will still be 
some money left so that if afterwards I 
do change my mind and want to ap
propriate a few billions to help this Re- ' 
publican candidate who they say is the 
people's choice and who they say Paul 
Hoffman is going to manage-there may 
be a few dollars available. So there will 
be some opportunity for someone on this 
side of the aisle who believes in that poli
cy to find at least a little money some
where to support that campaign for a 
foreign policy which so far has brought 
us nothing but grief. 

Now, I am serious about this. If we 
are to continue this present foreign 
policy of Acheson, of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, the Senator from Penn
sylvania, and all those others, Paul 
Hoffman and our good friends here 
from the Northeast, the big industrial
ists, the steel makers and the New 
York financial interests who feel we 
must save the world, all of those 
who so enthusiastically and so success
fully backed Willkie and then Dewey 
twice in the nominating conventions
if we want to have something for those 
people, or, more accurately, their pro
gram, then we will have to save money 
out of this bill, because may I say that 
when I go home all I hear is: Must we 
go along? Have we no choice? No 
chance to vote on the real issue, which 
is: Is our first duty to the world or 
is it to the United States of America? 
Our folks are tired of rising taxes, the 
conscription of men and later possibly 
of women, to fight either in Asia or in 
Europe. I would be more willing to ap
propriate dollars to hire Chinese to do 
the fighting if they want to fight, and 
that seems to be their avocation, or 
occupation in life, and I would much 
rather have them do it than have our 
men sent all over the world to fight-to 
maintain the prestige of Britain or 
France. 

Then my good friend here from Mis
sissippi [Mr. RANKIN] and my good 
friend from Massachusetts [Mrs. RoGE~s] 
after we have made a new crop of vet
erans, come along, and justly so, ask for 
benefit payments to veterans. My 
thought is that if some of these people, 
and I do not include the gentleman from 
Mississippi, would just avoid getting into 
so many wars we would not have so many 
veterans. I fear very very greatly that 
if we are to continue on with an ever
increasing number and an ever new crop 
of veterans that the sad part of it will 
be that the veterans do realize that in 
the end when some of us older fellows 
will no longer be taxpayers the veterans 
themselves will have to pay the check. 
The check not only for what they have 
received-to which they are entitled, but 
the check for billions for others-for bil
lions which have been-will be wasted. 

That is why I am a little worried, a 
little disturbed over this idea of Paul 
Hoffman coming back after election
and he undoubtedly will be back here if 
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his candidate is successful-asking for, 
should I say millions, billions, or go one 
step further and jump to trillions for 
aid abroad? Yes, and for an unlimited 
number of men, American men, year 
after year, to police the world, fight the 
wars of U. N. or some other world organi
zation. Oh, my good friends-and I see 
some of you here from the northeast
yes, you can nominate, as three times 
before you have dictated the nomina
tion-and I am so, so sorry that you 
did not succeed before in electing your 
nominee, I am afraid you will have a 
terribly hard time in convincing the Mid
westerners and those who furnish the 
cannon fodder for . war that they should 
continue spending billions of dollars 
sending millions of boys abroad to fight
in wars which are not necessary for the 
advancement of our people, for the 
security of our Republic. 

Mr. WITHROW. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to turn to page 27, 
the section having to do with locomotive 
inspection. I have an amendment I 
would like to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Page 27? 
Mr. WITHROW. Page 27, line 7. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I shall 
have to object, and I hope the gentleman 
will forgive me for doing so. That has 
already been passed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

Salaries and expenses: For expenses neces
sary to carry out the purposes of the National 
Science Foundation Act of 1950 (42 U. S . C . 
1861-1875), including award of graduate fel
lowships; services as authorized by section 
15 of the act of August 2, 1946 (5 U. s. c. 
55a), at rates not to exceed $50 per diem 
for individuals; hire of passenger motor ve
hicles; not to exceed $95,000 for expenses of 
travel; and reimbursement of 'the General 
Services Administration for security guard 
services; $3,500,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FRIEST: Page 

30, line 6, after the semicolon, strike out 
"$3 ,500,000" and insert in lieu thereof 
"$10,500,000 ... 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr.- Chairman, I offer 
this amendment, and I hope very much 
the Committee will see fit to accept it. 
I feel very strongly about the importance 
of it at this time. 

The National Science Foundation last 
year operated on a budget of $3,000,000 
and requested this year $15,000,000. 
The Committee on Appropriations al
lowed them $3,500,000. 

Recently I had a conference with Dr. 
Waterman, the Director, and some of the 
other members of the Board and others 
interested in this subject and I asked 
Dr. Waterman at that time how well the 
Foundation was progressing on the pol
icy of assuming chief responsibility for 
the Federal Government's research pro
gram. He told me that he would send 
me some information. Of course, they 
have not had time yet to do very much 
on evaluating all of the Federal research 
that is being done. It amounts, Mr. 

Chairman, to approximately $2,000,000,-
000 all told in all of the agencies. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to read from a 
letter that Dr. waterman sent me a few 
days ago in which he stated: 

The President has stated his objective of 
having the National Science Foundation 
"ultimately assume major responsibility for 
the Federal Government's support of basic 
research through grant or contract." (Presi
dent's letter to the Congress, Hearings, pt. 
I, p. 179.) 

The President's budget for 1953 reflects 
this policy. It reduces the basic research 
budgets of defense agencies by approxi
mately $7,300,000. 

The reduction is in the Department of 
Defense, $5,000,000-this is for basic 
research-Atomic Energy Commission 
and the National Advisory Committee 
for Aeronautics and other agencies, 
$2,300,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I simply take that 
$7 ,000,000 by which the basic research 
appropriation for some of the other 
agencies has been. reduced, and add it 
to the $3,500,000 appropriated here by 
the committee .for the National Science 
Foundation bringing the total to $10,500,-
000, which I believe, is the minimum, if 
this organization is really to do the job 
that Congress directed it to do when it 
passed an authorization sometime ago. 
The Foundation already has awarded, 
as you know, 50 grants for basic scien
tific research. These grants were award
ed to 30 different institutions in 19 States. 
I think if you members of the Commit
tee will read tihat list you will be greatly 
pleased in the awards of these first 50 
grants by the Board of the Science Foun
dation. I note, for example, that there 
was no concentration in the larger in
stitutions as some had feared. I notice 
that in Indiana, four small colleges that 
you do not hear of very often, but that 
have a very high scholastic standing, 
received awards for research in the bio
logical sciences. Practically all of the 
first 50 grants were in research in medi
cine and in biology. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been amazed at 
the number of the Members of the House 
of Representatives who have been un
able to answer roll calls recently because 
of illness due to virus infection. What 
do we know about virus? Some research 
scientist out in Indiana or Iowa or some
where else may find out some day about 
that thing that exists now in that never
never land between an inert, dead or
ganic chemical, and a living organism. 
We call it virus but we do not know much 
about it. All of these first 50 grants were 
in the field of medicine and biology. 

Mr. Chairman, I am going to ask unan
imous consent to extend my remarks 
an1 place in the RECORD some inf orma
tion about some of the discoveries in 
these fields recently, not by some widely 
known institution but by some little 
scientist out here in the laboratory, a 
one-man laboratory, who has been able 
to operate because he had a little as
sistance in that operation. 

I want to call your attention to the 
program and some future plans of the 
National Science Foundation. 

Recently, I had an opportunity to· re
view with Dr. Barnard, Chairman of the 
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National Science Board, and Dr. Water
man, Director of the National Science 
Foundation, the progress that this young 
agency has been making. I wish to as
sure you that the program of the founda
tion is in fine shape. The morale of the 
staff is high; they are imbued with a mis
sion-that of making America scientif
ically strong. The quality of the 
research projects so far supported by the 
foundation has earned for the agency 
the respect of outstanding scientists 
throughout the country. 

During the first week in April the f oun
dation expects to announce the award of 
some 500 graduate fellowships in various 
fields of the natural sciences. These 
fellows are now being selected out of 
more than 3,000 applications which have 
come from every State in the Union, 
from the District of Columbia, from 
Hawaii, Puerto Rico and Alaska, and 
from Americans living abroad. The 
selection process is based on merit; it 
is carried out with great care. Appli
cants for these fellowships represent the 
cream of the crop in the sciences-the 
finest and most promising young scien
tific minds that we have. As the Mem
bers of this House know, American in
telligence is our most priceless asset. 
The National Science Foundation, 
through this graduate fellowship pro
gram, is making it possible for this asset 
to become of maximum use. Through 
the fellowship program the best in young 
scientific talent is being trained. 

I am happy to be able to report that 
the initial projects supported by the Na
tional Science Foundation are in the field 
of basic research in biology and medi
cine. You and I know that the cost of 
disease in this country is appalling. In 
a time of national emergency when we 
need every available hand at work in the 
shop, at the plow, or back of a gun, we 
cannot afford the terrible loss of man
hours through sickness or the premature 
crippling diseases which remove useful 
persons from the labor supply. 

I have previously referred to the virus. 
Under certain conditions it appears to 
thrive and multiply and to destroy liv
ing cells. Attacks on the human body 
by viruses and other virulent agents are 
as great a danger to the country as at
tacks by any other type of enemy. And 
we must fight them with equal vigor. 
How this inert substance can suddenly 
become alive and dangerous is a subject 
of much interest to our biochemists and 
physiologists. 

This and other distressing problems 
have long been the subject of direct clin
ical research. They have not been 
solved. There is now general belief that 
the answer lies in more complete knowl- . 
edge and understanding of these mat
ters; mere search for a cure will not 
suffice. Now this is in the realm of basic 
research. It is this kind of research, 
basic research, which is stressed in the 
program of the National Science Foun
dation. An investment in this type of 
research is an investment in the future 
strength and health of our country. 

A most encouraging research story, 
which illustrates -the point I have just 
made about basic research, has made 
headlines recently. I refer to the report 

of a sensational treatment for acute 
cases of that dread disease tuberculosis. 
It appears to be a fact that this treat
ment, although o·nly in the experi
mental stage, offers promise of posi
tively stopping acute phases of the dis
ease. Thus cases ordinarily fatal may 
now recover. 

The patient rallies and shows remark
able gain in weight and vitality. This is 
indeed welcome news and again evidence 
of the importance of research to every 
citizen. The fact that this treatment 
does not cure the chronic sufferers, as 
thus far found, and that further careful 
investigation is necessa1~y to discover pos
sible harmful reactions, should not de
tract from the fact that a capital dis
covery has indeed been made. This kind 
of progress in medicine grows out of 
scientific research at the frontiers of bi
ological knowledge. 

As Members of the House you have al
ready come to know how basic research 
has helped to strengthen our military 
competence. We all know, surely, the 
many new devices, weapons, and tech
niques which are now in use by our 
Armed Forces as results of the applica
tion of basic scientific findings. There 
is hardly a modern weapon now being 
used for our defense which did not have 
its beginnings in the research labora
tories. Tomorrow's weapons are in to
day's laboratories. We must keep the 
basic information for scientific develop
ments pouring from our American re
search centers. The National Science 
Foundation is dedicated to the stimula
tion and encouragement of such activ
ity-toward the increase of basic knowl
edge upon which our military and our 
whole economy may draw ... 

It is sometimes thought and said that 
all that is done by research is to bring 
about more costly devices and processes. 
This is far f ram true. First, let me say 
that in critical matters of military 
equipment we dare not delay the de
velopment of a revolutionary or clearly 
superior weapon or piece of equipment. 
Such are the means by which our de
fense is made impregnable. 

While this highly critical type of proj
ect does result from research we would 
be foolish indeed to do other than prose
cute such developments with the utmost 
dispatch, cost what they may. However, 
basic research does far more than point 
the way to revolutionary advances. It 
is o:nly by full attention to basic research 
and the soundness of its coverage that 
we can hope to eliminate unnecessary 
developmental work. This type of re
search is cheap; it is in the develop
ment of the application where large 
funds are expended. 

It goes without saying that the time 
when economies must begin is before 
these large developments are under
taken. It is in the basic and background 
research which precedes the start of an 
expensive developmental project where 
the real savings may be made. 

Thus basic research can point out lines 
of procedure which are not promising, 
and others whose initiation should await 
further research before being attempted. 
Of what profit is it to develop the most 
powerful jet engine if it can be proved 

in advance that the life of the engine is 
only a few hours, and if it can be proved 
that the country's supply of critical ma
terials will not permit the manufacture 
of the engine in usable quantities? Of 
what use is it to develop a jet plane cost
ing over a million dollars if at its super
sonic speed no pilot has quick enough 
rnction time to fly the plane? Of what 
use is it to develop a guided missile which 
cannot find its target? 

From the examples which I have al
ready cited in the medical and biological 
sciences it can be seen that this type of 
research is providing countless savings 
in man-hours, increased production, and 
improved living conditions. In the same 
way basic research has been able to pro
vide the military with economical tech
niques for making best use of its men 
and machines. 

I do not mean to imply by these exam
ples that the mission of the National 
Science Foundation is to provide infor
mation for the military solely, or to cre
ate better health conditions solely . . As 
has abundantly been shown in the past, 
these will be byproducts of that pro
gram. The mission of the foundation is 
designed to increase the scientific com
petence of the Nation as a whole, in all 
fields of science. It does this through its 
support of basic research, through its 
stimulation of increa.sed scientific activ
ity in the basic sciences via the founda
tion's grant program. 

Universities and laboratories through
out the breadth of the United States and 
its Territories are encouraged to make 
studies leading to new knowledge and 
new principles. Such findings are the 
bases for all future developments, for 
the improvement of our standard of liv
ing, and for the strengthening of our de
fenses. And such findings yield the di
rection by which such improvements can 
best be made. In the long run such 
findings are keys to the economic use of 
man, machine, and money in research. 

This is one of the primary responsibil
ities of the foundation, the stimulation 
of basic research and the support of such 
activities. It was recognized as such by 
the sponsors of this agency, and I am 
proud to call myself one of those spon
sors~ This young agency, now only be
ginning its second year of operation, 
was designed to be the main independ
ent agency on the policy level of govern
ment which would look toward progress 
in American science. It was to such a 
purpose that the President addressed 
his last message on the National Science 
Foundation. 

I quote from that message: 
The foundation is much more than a new 

executive agency added to those already in 
existence with a research mission. It was 
conceived as a much-needed keystone in the 
structure of the national research program. 
Its principal task is to appraise the i::apid 
growth of research activity, both public and 
private, and to recommend the broad goals 
toward which this massive effort should be 
channeled. In addition the foundation will 
support those areas of basic research and 
scientific training where the needs are most 
acute and will ultimately assume major re~ 
sponsibility for the Federal Government's 
support of basic research through grant or 
contract. 



1952 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 2661 
As long as the Federal Government con

tinues to be the largest factor in the na
tional research effort, it must frankly face 
the responsibility to insure that this effort 
ts conceived and executed soundly and ef
fectively. The results to be obtained from 
the operation of the foundation far out
weigh its cost. The foundation's annual 
budget represents no more than a small 
fraction of the annual Federal outlays for 
research and development. 

The funds involved represent a long-term 
investment in the national security no less 
than the funds presently being invested in 
the expansion of productive capacity to car
ry us through a long period of partial mobi .. 
lization. 

Through this agency, we have put our 
faith in the knowledge that American in-
telligence and American science can 
produce countless benefits for our way 
of life. By backing the Foundation we 
are insuring that there will be a strong 
base for future research and develop
ment. By backing the Foundation we 
are in fact giving support to the train
ing of our future scientific talent and 
thereby we are increasing our scientific 
potential. 

You all know the critical shortage 
which now exists in scientific manpow
er. Trends now indicate that this short
age will be even more critical in future 
years. The number of trained graduate 
scientists and engineers coming from 
our universities and technical institutes 
is dwindling. As legislators for the Na
tion we must do something positive to 
alleviate this situation. By supporting 
the Foundation we are taking positive ac
tion. It is one of the missions of the 
National Science Foundation to train 
new scientists. 

Through the Foundation's fellowship 
program such an effort is now under way, 
even though it is only on a modest scale. 
The 500 fellowships being awarded this 
year by the Foundation marks an earn
est beginning in this direction. The lim
ited budget which the Foundation re
ceived last year allowed for only the 
skimming of the very top of the cream of 
young American talent. The total num
ber of applicants worthy of support, in 
the judgment of some of our leading 
scientists, far exceeded the limited 
budget which could be allotted for that 
purpose in the past year. 

It is to be hoped that this program can 
be increased to some 2,000 fellowships 
annually for coming years. Such an in
vestment in our human resources is a 
small thing to pay for the future of the 
United States. First-rate scientists now 
being trained under such a program will 
bring back benefits a thousandfold to 
American progress. 

There remain to be said only a few 
words about the nature of the National 
Science Foundation program in relation 
to the research programs of other agen
cies. I must reemphasize that the Na
tional Science Foundation is destined to 
be the key agency in basic research 
whose purpose is the progress of science 
itself. This fundamental mission of the 
Foundation has been recognized by the 
President and by agencies within and 
without the Government. 

During the last year this concept was 
given careful consideration in planning 
the future ~ctivities of Government or-. 

ganiza tions. It shows realistically in 
their estimates. The plan has thus been 
to reduce their basic research budgets 
and to increase by a comparable amount 
the budget of the National Science 
Foundation. The result, from the tax
payers' point of view, is that this year's 
basic research budget has not been in
creased by the existence of the program 
of the National Science Foundation. 
Here again we find a real effort to es
tablish a valid approach to research 
planning and supervision of research ex
penditures. · 

In these brief minutes I have tried to 
give you some idea of the nature of the 
Foundation's work. I have tried to tell 
you what real benefits can accrue from 
such work. At the end of its first year 
the Foundation has already won the 
hearts of American scientists and the 
cooperation of other scientific groups, 
both Government and private. Its mod
est beginning through the grant and 
fellowship programs have won wide ap
proval and mark the first step toward 
the development of a strong government 
policy toward the development of Amer
ican science. I close by repeating my 
statement of belief in the Foundation 
which I made last year: The Science 
Foundation Act is the legislative expres
sion of the truth that to live well and 
safely tomorrow, we must prepare to
day. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments to 
the paragraph close in 15 minutes, the 
last 5 minutes to be reserved to the com
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is thert objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

Mr. WITHROW. I object, Mr. Chair
man. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that all debate on this amendment and 
all amendments to the entire paragraph 
on National Science Foundation close in 
20 minutes. 

The motion was. agreed to. 
The CHAIR.MAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. WITHROW]. 

Mr. WITHROW. Mr. Chairman, I 
propounded a unanimous-co:r:sent re
quest some few minutes ago because I 
was unavoidably absent from th ... Cham
ber when the item that I was particularly 
interested in was taken up. There was 
objection. -

Mr. Chairman, I believe in economy. 
I think we all believe in economy, but I 
believe that we should be cautious in 
practicing so-called economy in certain 
fields of Interstate Commerce Commis
sion activities. I have particularly in 
mind that field which pertains to the 
inspection of locomotives. 

Let me bring to your attention the 
fact that the budget estimate on the item 
of locomotive inspection, that is, the ac
tual inspection of the engines that op
erate on the railroads, was $761,000 for 
1953. The actual appropriation for 1952 
was $706,600. _The committee has rec
ommended $664,000 for this activity of 
the Government, which is very impor
tant, or a cut under the amount they re
ceived in 1952 of $42,600. 

That cut is being made on the prem
ise that there is a duplication of serv
ices in the States. That premise is 
false. That was the argument made by 
the gentleman from California CMr. 
PHILLIPS J in the general discussion upon 
this bill that a great many of the 
items that are carried in the Interstate 
Commerce Commission budget are du
plications of activities of the States. I 
concede that in part he was right, but 
in this particular item, namely, the in
spection of locomotives, there is no State 
duplication whatsoever in any State I 
know of. 

·This item is essential to the safety of 
the people who travel on the trains and 
of the men who work on the trains. It is 
not a large item but it is essential. I 
have had a great deal of experience in 
the railroad field, and I know that this 
money is badly needed and these in
spectors are needed. We should have 
more of them, because this inspection 
contributes materially to the safety of 
the men who work on the passenger and 
freight trains and also to the safety of 
the general public who travel. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WITHROW. I gladly yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Is it not true they 
have many more locomotives than they 
have inspectors; therefore, there are 
many locomotives not inspected today 
because we do not have the inspectors to 
do the job? 

Mr. WITHROW. -That is true. Very, 
very few times during the year do these 
inspectors get to a terminal. Very 
seldom do they get there more than twice 
a year. This inspection is badly needed. 
I hope that when this measure goes to 
the other body and goes to conference 
the quection of rest3ring this very, very 
small amount of $42,600 will be sincerely 
considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I wish to support the Priest 
amendment in relation to the National 
Science Foundation. I think-more at
tention should be given to the work of 
this organization, which is for the first 
time trying to coordinate the scientific 
research that is engaged in by the Fed
eral Government. 

The present budget takes from the 
Armed Forces and the Atomic Energy 
Commission certain research funds 
which they received last year and turns 
them over to the National Science Foun
dation. If this cut which has been made 
by the committee prevails, that research 
will not be done. It is something that 
has been taken out of the budget of these 
other agencies. 

I am especially interested in the work 
of the National Science Foundation be
cause of the fine start that has been 
made during the first year of the opera
tion of this organization. At the time 
the Foundation was authorized, great 
fear was expressed that it would merely 
centralize further work in the so-called 
Ivy League institutions. The big insti
tutions of learning which do most of this 
work through large endowments have 
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already been centralized as to research. 
But the work of the National Science 
Foundation, if we are to judge the 
future by what has happened in the past, 
will be to emphasize this work in all the 
institutions of learning throughout the 
country. I think it is highly important 
that this efiort to decentralize to that de
gree, and to help in an intelligent aP
proach to these scientific investigations, 
and help in every aspect of scientific edu
cational work in the country should be 
encouraged by at least an appropriation 
that is not several hundred percent less 
than it was for this type of research ac
tivity last year. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. JAVITS]. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I take 
the time of the House to point out some
thing in connection with this particular 
amendment, in which I support our dis
tinguished friend the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PRIEST], that has not yet 
been discussed; and I think it is ex
tremely important. It is awfully easy 
to believe that the only struggle we are 
in with the Soviet Union is the military 
struggle, the economic struggle and the 
ideological struggle of the propaganda 
war-what we like to call the education 
and information front. But the Soviets 
do not think so, because in the Soviet 
Union among the classes at the top who 
are much honored and who receive 
great emoluments are the scientists. 
They realize something which perhaps 
we do not adequately realize: that an im
portant part of this struggle whether 
men's minds and souls shall be domi
nated by these master craftsmen of bru
tality and totalitarianism in the Krem
lin, or by the idea of freedom, will rest 
in the scientific field. 

This particular increase of about $7,-
000,000, which our colleague the gentle
man from Tennessee [Mr. PRIEST J gives 
us an opportunity to vote upon, is for the 
general staff that is directing the scien
tific effort of the United States. I do 
not think you need to do much more in 
substantiation of what I just stated than 
to read the list of the members of the 
National Science Board. These are by 
all odds among the most distinguished 
scientific minds in our country, and they 
are serving on a small per diem fee. This 
is not a group of bureaucratic employees; 
these are indeed scientists trying. to mar
shall the scientific effort of the United 
States. Indeed, one of the most elo
quent witnesses before the Appropriation 
Subcommittee was Dr. Chester I. Bar
nard, president of the Rockefeller Foun
dation, and one of the most distin
guished men in America. You do not 
have a group here that is trying to build 
up its power. You have a group that 
deeply and sincerely feel that at least 
the amount of money they have asked 
for is needed for a general staff or direct
ing brains for the fundamental coordi
nation of basic research in the United 
States, a general field in which, in the 
Federal Government establishment 
alone, we are spending $2,000,000,000 a 
year. If this is going to be a push but
ton conflict, hot or cold, we have got to 
have some pretty intelligent minds at 

the push buttons, and also some pretty 
intelligent minds to determine how 
many push buttons are needed. 

This foundation does not do any re
search itself. What it does is to plot out 
the fields for research, ascertain gaps in 
research, and point out where there is 
duplication of research. They have al
ready been instrumental in saving the 
small amount of money the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PRIEST] is trying 
to add by his amendment. They can 
save a very large amount of money, 
but what is even more important they 
can make more certain our victory in 
the fundamental struggle in science be
tween freed om and communism. I 
think the National Science Foundation 
is entitled to this modicum of support. 
We are asked to support the top scien
tists of the country, who are some of the 
most outstanding and patriotic men we 
have. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BENDER] . 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, one of 
the major consequences of our growing 
burden of taxation is its serious effect 
upon our colleges, our universities, and 
the expansion of our scientific research. 

Today as never before in world history, 
we should be doing everythfog in our 
power to maintain and strengthen our 
colleges, but our tremendous taxes have 
made it impossible to establish new en
dowment funds. The fixed income de
rived from many of the established funds 
is no longer sufficient to provide the fa
c!lities that modern colleges require. 

All of this creates a two-way squeeze. 
Because of tlie tax set-up, hundreds of 
small colleges which once took pride in 
their scientific departments are unable 
to maintain them adequately. At the 
same time, the Federal Government 
points to this shrinkage and says that 
it must establish and support Govern
ment-sponsored scientific research. 
This vicious circle causes us to lose out 
on every count. The colleges and uni
versities suffer, and the Federal Govern
ment then comes to Congress demanding 
more and more money for what could 
have been done in the first place at the 
institutions of higher learning. It is 
time that we understood that big taxa
tion has social and educational results 
that strike deeply at our entire pattern 
of American life. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California [Mr. PmLLIPsJ. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, the 
reason that the research program was 
not given more money in this particular 
budget is because it is not yet ready for 
it. The record will show, on page 203, 
that the Federal expenditures for all 
sorts of research now come to over 
$2,000,000,000, and that this agency was 
created, admirably, and with no resist
ance from the subcommittee or from 
Members of Congress, to coordinate the 
research work already being done and to 
be developed. I think it is a matter of 
time, and I suggest we are not yet ready 
for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PRIEST], 

However, I would like to raise a mild 
voice of inquiry. as to how all the people 
in the past got their research work done 
without financial help from some gov
ernment. I wonder how Darwin, New
ton, Marconi, Henry Ford, Pasteur, the 
people who discovered penicillin, and 
insulin, and some of these other bene
fits to mankind, managed to get any
thing discovered without $10,000,000 of 
Government money. Of course, the gen
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. COT
TON] would quickly point out that New
ton was following strictly the bureau
cratic pattern, because he lay down un
der a tree in a position of complete in

. activity and let an apple fall on him. 
I think we can wait just a little and find 
support in some later budget for the 
motion of the gentleman from Ten
nessee. 

Mr. COTTON, Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle
man from New Hampshire. 

Mr. COTTON. I am glad to be given 
credit for that quip and I thank the 
gentleman from California. Now, is it 
not a fact that when this agency came 
in with their budget request for this 
fiscal year, that those parts of their 
budget for new research constituted the 
major portion, and a very minor portion 
was for coordinating and preventing 
duplication in other governmental agen.:. 
cies engaged in research? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. That is correct. And 
the other agencies have their own re
search money. What we want is coordi
nation, and eventually economy. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. THOMAS]. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. TABER. Does the gentleman 
realize that the budget estimate for the 
Defense Department called for $1,700,-
000,000 for research, and that they have 
their own special outfit coordinating that 
research? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes. The gentieman 
is correct. 

Mr. PRIEST. If the gentleman will 
yield for one comment on the statement 
made by the distinguished gentleman 
from New York--

Mr. THOMAS. I yield. 
Mr. PRIEST. I believe, however, that 

practically all of the research engaged 
in now by the Defense Establishment, 
or at least a major portion of it, is ap
plied rather than basic. We do not have 
time now to separate the two; but I think 
that is the fact, and the RECORD should 
so show, that it is applied research rather 
than basic research. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ex
ceedingly regret that I find myself in 
opposition to the amendment offered by 
my genial friend. I doubt if there is a 
man who is more beloved and better 
thought of by the entire membership 
than our able friend the gentleman from 
Tennessee. I regret it, too, ·because this 
little subcommittee, of which I have the 
honor of being a member, is very scien-
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tifically minded. But as the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TABER]. and my dis
tinguished friends, _ the gentleman from 
California [Mr. PHILLIPS] and the gen
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. CoT
TON], have brought out, what we are 
spending this year for research-and I 
hope the membership will get the hear
ings and turn to page 682 where the 
Bureau of the Budget sets out what we 
are spending by agencies for scientific 
investigation and research this year
reaches the tidy little sum of $1,987,-
000,000. 

There is nothing wrong with this new 
agency; this is the third year we have . 
appropriated for it. We are for it, make 
no mistake about that, and I hope my 
distinguished friend in his efforts to raise 
this appropriation by $7,000,000 will get 
his very able committee together and 
give them some authority to do what 
it was intended to do when it was cre
ated; namely, give them that authority 
to coordinate the research of the various 
agencies and tell Agency A or B to cut 
out this duplication of research, and to 
Agency C: "You stay in this field." 
When you do that you are going to save 
this Government millions of dollars. 

We gave these people 78 employees, 
the same number they had this year. 
They want to spend $15,000,000, of which 
$13>393,000 is for grants to 2,200 students, 
and for research support. They are go
ing to send them to school at a cost of 
from $2,000 to $4,400 a year as a stipend, 
2,200 of them to be sent to school to 
learn to be scientists; and, of course, they 
are excluded from the draft by virtue 
of the law, and that is as it should be. 
Of the $15,000,000, they want to spend 
$8,800,000 at 40, 50, or 60 universities for 
research support. We think that is fine, 
but let us postpone this work until we 
get .rid of this war. We have one agency 
in this bill to which we have already 
given nearly $24,000,000 this year for 
biology and medicine, and that is the 
Atomic Energy Commission . . 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Tennessee [Mr. PRIEST]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

SECURITIES AND ExCHANGE COMMISSION 

Salaries and expenses: For necessary ex
penses, including not to exceed $500 for the 
purchase of newspapers; not to exceed $90,-
000 for expenses of travel; and services as 
authorized by section 15 of the act of August 
2, 1946 (5 U.S. C. 55a); $5,245,080. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I have taken this time 
in order to see if we cannot clarify the 
situation a little upon the tremendous 
number of letters each Member of Con
gress has been receiving in regard to the 
proposed fees to be put into effect on 
investment dealers and brokers by the 
Securities and Exchange Commission; 
and if I may have the attention of my 
genial and distinguished colleague, the 
chairman of the Independent Offices 
Subcommittee on Appropriations, for a 
minute I would like to ask him when 
they inserted title V of Public Law 137 
into the Appropriation Act of 1952, how 

many_ agencies they thought would come 
under this title. 

Mr. THOMAS. I may say to the dis
tinguished . gentleman from Illinois that 
there are at least 40 or 50. My memory 
may not serve me in this regard, how
ever. 

Mr. BUSBEY. I wonder if the gen
tleman from Texas would be kind 
enough to try to give us a list of those 
agencies at this point? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; we will comply 
with the gentleman's request with pleas
ure. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, we 
have been receiving many letters. If I 
were not so modest, I would say I think 
I was somewhat responsible for the Se
curities and Exchange Commission start
ing hearings on this matter, plus the fact 
that a bill I introduced in the House on 
February 28, 1952, has been referred to 
the Subcommittee on the SEC of the In
terstate and Foreign Commerce Com-
mittee. · 

Mr. THOMAS. May I say to our dis
tinguished friend that his modesty is 
more than well founded. He actually 
did the work. 

Mr. BUSBEY. I appreciate the gen
tleman's contribution and thank him. 
I would like to ask the chairman an
other question: In view of what he has 
learned since · the Securities and Ex
change Commission has proposed these 
fees, does he think that the SEC is still 
justified in going through with its pro
posal? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not want to quibble or to be evasive, but, 
frankly, I have not studied this matter. 
As a general proposition, as brought out 
in the hearings by our distinguished col
league from IllJnois [Mr. YATES] and by 
our distinguished colleague from Illinois 
[Mr. BrsBEY], it certainly is not reason
able to request a man to pay a fee for 
being investigated. I believe that is as 
far as I can go. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. HELLER] has a subcom
mittee that is dealing with an investi
gation of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission and all of its operations. 
He told the subcommittee the other day 
he was going to begin hearings on this 
item and go into detail. I am sure what 
that distinguished subcommittee does 
will meet with the complete satisfaction 
of the Members of the House. 

Mr. BUSBEY. I hope the gentleman's 
observations are correct. 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. BUSBEY. I yield to the gentle
man from Illinois. 

Mr. YATES. I should like to point out 
to the gentleman, inasmuch as my name 
has been mentioned, that during the 
subcommittee hearings my questioning 
was not directed only to the Securities 
and Exchange Commission. I went into 
the matter of fees by all of the agencies 
that appeared before our subcommittee. 
Each of the agencies was interrogated 
with respect to the possibility of charg
ing those being regulated by the agencies 
for a portion of the costs that are in
curred as a result of regulations. For 
example, it was believed by our sub
committee that a company which is 

given a valuable franchise by the Fed
eral Communications Commission to op
erate a broadcasting studio or to operate 
a television studio should bear at least 
a portion of the costs incurred in the 
hearings. 

Mr. BUSBEY. '!'he gentleman is tak
ing up my time. 

Mr. YATES. With respect to the Se
curities and Exchange Commission, let 
me invite the gentleman's attention to a 
Senate study made on the subject. I 
would call the gentleman's attention to 
a report that has been i3sued by the 
other body on July 20, 1950, by Senator 
McCLELLAN'S committee entitled "Fees 
for Special Services." I direct the gentle
man's attention to page 14 of that report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, in view 
of my generosity in trying to clarify this 
matter and in yielding so much of my 
time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
YATES] and the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. THOMAS]. I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, I 

would like to call the committee's at
tention to one particular paragraph in 
the proposed rules to be adopted by the 
Securities and Exchange Commission in 
their release of January 31, 1952, in 
which it is stated: 

If the registration fee of any company is 
not paid on or before the date specified in 
paragraph (b), the Commission may order 
the registration of such company suspended 
or terminated for that reason. 

Mr. Chairman, there has never been 
an agency that I know of in the history 
of this country that has usurped the 
powers of Congress to that extent. 
Everybody is entitled to his day in court, 
and even under the Securities and Ex
change Act of 1934 the SEC has to serve 
notice on any investment dealer or brok
er and then prefer charges and have a 
hearing. But here they propose that if 
a dealer does not get his annual fee in 
by June 1, he is out of business; the 
same as revoking his license. Further
more, the SEC does not give a license to 
any dealer. There is not a soul in the 
United States who cannot be registered 
if he just fills out a simple form that is 
put in the files, unless he has a criminal 
record. That is something to which we 
should give very serious consideration. 

Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUSBEY. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. · COUDERT. I only want to take 
this opportunity to commend my dis
tinguished colleague for the strong line 
he is taking upon this subject. As one 
Member of this House it seems to me 
quite clear that the Securities and Ex
change Commission is stretching very 
far the language of this act and is cer
tainly interpreting it in no sense as Con
gress intended that it should be inter
preted. I commend the gentleman for 



2664 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE March 21 
the amending legislation that he· is off er
ing, and for my part I am inclined to be
lieve that this entire section 5 should be 
repealed because under it, if other agen
cies are permitted to extend their power 
contrary to the obvious intention of the 
Congress as this one is, then it will 
definitely create a secondary tax struc
ture and consititute a very great burden 
on business. 

Mr. BUSBEY. I will say to the gen
tleman from New York in regard to my 
amendment that I did not offer it at this 
time to the appropriation bill because I 
knew a point of order would be made 
that it would be legislation on an ap
propriation bill. Therefore I did not 
want to take up the time of th~ com
mittee. 

But I would like to ask the distin
guished chairman, if I may, in regard 
to the paragraph I just read from their 
proposed regulations, if he thinks there 
is a_ny justificatj_on for the SEC termi
nating a dealer-broker's license just be
cause he does not pay his fee by June 
1 of each year. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I dis
like to get on my feet so much and take 
too much of my friend's time. In an
sv:er to that, may I read to you one sec
tion of the law? Section 5 lays down a 
yardstick and it suggests to them; that 
is all it does. It lays down a suggested 
yardstick to be used in arriving at a fee. 
Here it is: One of the things to be con
sidered by the agency shall be direct and 
indirect costs to the Government, and 
value to the recipient. 

Mr. BUSBEY. I am glad my friend 
mentioned that. 

Mr. THOMAS. So that answers the 
gentleman's que3tion. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Let me read it as it is 
in the law: "to be fair and equitable, 
taking into consideration direct and in
direct costs to the Government, value to 
the recipient, p'..lblic policy or interests 
served, and oth~r pertinent facts." 

I contend, and, if I am wrong, I hope 
the chairman will correct me, that when 
the Securities and Exchange Commis
sion proposed these fees and made out 
their schedule ~hey did not take into 
consideration any cost whatever in ac
cordance with the law. There is no cost 
against which the fees may be charged, 
because they render no service whatever 
to the investment dealers and brokers 
of the United States. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. ChaiI·man, I have studied the pro
vision carried in last year's appropria
tion bill and I think the substance of 
the provision is very sound. For years 
I have advocated that services should be 
charged for wherever possible by any 
agency of the Government. To the ex
tent that revenue is brought in by reason 
of services being properly charged for, 
it inures to the benefit of all taxpayers. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Not just now. 
Mr. BUSBEY. I just wanted to agree 

with the gentleman on one point. 
~r. MCCORMACK. I am glad my 

friend agrees. 
Mr. BUSBEY. As far as he has gone. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Yes, but he dis
agrees in one particular respect. 

I am not taking issue with my friend 
on the bill he has introduced. I am not 
taking issue on the particular question 
to which he addressed himself in his re
marks today and in the House the other 
evening. My mind is open on that. 
However, I do not think the Securities 
and Exchange Commission should be the 
subject of criticism because the members 
of that Commission do what .they think 
Congress directed them to do. That is 
the issue now. 

My purpose in rising is to at least let 
members of commissions of the execu
tive branch of the Government know 
that when they are doing something they 
think is carrying out the law as intended 
by Congress and are exercising their 
best judgment in relation to that, even if 
some of us think they are mistaken, they 
should not be subject to criticism. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr . . Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield now? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield. 
Mr. BUSBEY. I asked the gentleman 

to yield to correct what I think is an 
erroneous impression the gentleman 
from Massachusetts has. This law was 
put on the books a year ago, and the Se
curities and Exchange Commission must 
have known they did not come under the 
jurisdiction of this law, because they 
did not do one single thing about fees 
for investment dealers and brokers until 
after the hearings this year. 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield to the gen
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. YATES. The gentleman from Il
linois [Mr. BUSBEY] has stated that the 
first time such a provision appeared was 
last year. I believe the Commission has 
been studying this matter for some time. 
The attention of the SEC was directed 
to this matter in a report issued by the 
other body on July 24, 1950, Report No. 
2120, entitied "Fees for Special Serv
ices." This is what the report says so 
far as the Securities and Exchange Com
mission is concerned. This is on page 14: 

It is understood tbat the regulation of in
vestment companies by the Securit ies and 
Exchange Commission results in the -reser
vation to them of a segment of i?ecurities 
dealings not available to others engaged in 
similar transactions. This may well be found 
to be similar to the granting of a fran
chise and, thus, an equitable subject for 
appropriate fees. Similarly, the registra
tion and supervision of brokers and deal
ers can readily be visualized as representing 
a tangible asset to those covered thereby. 
There is no charge now for either of these 
two services. 

I make this point for the purpose of 
showing that the Securities and Ex
change Commission is only examining 
the propriety of its charges and is hold
ing hearings to determine the nature of 
the charges that should be made. 

It has invitP.d representatives of the 
iLdustry. It has asked for its sugges
tions, it is giving them an opportunity 
to make constructive suggestions and 
state their objections. I think this is a 
fair way of looking into the matter. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield to the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I just want to make 
clear the fact that no charges have been 
imposed by the SEC, but they are merely 
sending out a list, and they are discuss
ing it and the decision will be made 
pretty soon. 

Mr. McCORMACK. In other words, 
I think instead of impugning their mo
tives, we · ought to commend them. If 
we do not agree with them, let us leg
islate. Apparently · this legislation on 
the part of the Congress started the 
chain of events operating, which has 
brought about the present situation in 
this matter. I do not want to get into 

·any argument on the merits of it be·-
cause my mind is open. But, I am not 
going to sit here and listen to the Com
mission being attacked for doing some
thin:: that they think was imposed upon 
them by law, which law came iLto ex
istence as a result of the action of the 
Congress of the United States. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield. 
Mr. BUSBEY. I might say that there 

is no directive or mandate to the SEC 
to put into effect these proposed fees. 
I would like to call the gentleman's at
tention to the very first sentence of title 
5 of the public law involved here. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I know you are 
going to say it is "the sense of the Con
gress." But when you are talking about 
"the sense of the Congress," you are 
putting a construction upon it which is 
consistent with your views. Now I have 
no objection to your doing that, but if 
you were a member of the Commission 
connected with another branch of the 
Government, you would have to con
sider that a little bit differently than you 
would as a Member of the Congress. If 
I were. a member of the Commission; to 
me that would be a rather strong direc
tion, and it means that I should take 
affirmative action, or at least affirmative 
consideration should be given. It is not 
mandatory, but it would be somewhat 
obligatory upon me. At least that is my 
opinion. 

Mr. BUSBEY. I want to agree with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
the extent that--

Mr. McCORMACK. If the gentleman 
will pardon the interruption, if you and 
I can agree-if you and I can agree, 
then my purpose is accomplished because 
t~1e only purpose I had is not to attack 
the SEC for doing what it is doing. If 
they are wrong, let us change it by a 
law, if they, as a result of these hear
ings, decide to continue to impose these 
fees. 

Mr. BUSBEY. I will say to the gen
tleman, I have made no attack on the 
SEC. I have contended all along that 
this whole controversy, the time and ex
pense and everything else could have 
been eliminated. 

Mr. McCORMACK. When you say 
that they do not have the autho1ity to 
do something, and are asserting author
ity they do not possess, I consider that 
to be an attack. 

Mr. BUSBEY. At no time could any
thing I have said be construed as an at
tack on the SEC. 
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Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Chairma.n, if 

the gentleman will yield, I want to take 
this opportunity to make clear to the 
House first that this title 5, which is the 
present subject of controversy is not 
limited in its application to the SEC, 
but applies to all Government agencies. 

Mr. McCORMACK. A very wise pro
vision in substance. 

Mr. COUDERT. Therefore, it is not 
a question of the SEC at all here except 
as an· example. Second, I would like 
to ask the gentleman a question-the act 
in effect directs the establishment of a 
fee system and purports to establish 
standards by which the agency shall de
termine how much to charge. Is there 
anywhere in the Government a right of 
review of the schedule of fees that this 
or any other ageGcy can charge? In 
other words, have we not legislated per
haps unfortunately in directing that fees 
be established under a vague set of 
standards, and then not providing that 
there be some place for a review of those 
fees? 

Mr. McCORMACK. That is a fair 
statement-a very fair statement. But, 
it comes back to wha.t we have said be
fore, that Congress is to blame for that, 
and not the Commission. 

Mr. COUDERT. I agree with the 
gentleman. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. Mr. 
Chairman, so that we will not get too 
serious about this, I desire to call the 
attention of the Committee to the fact 
that if they want to know what the Secu
rities Act, the Stock Exchange Act, and 
the Utility Holding Company Act mean, 
and what authority is granted under 
those acts-all three of which laws the 
Securities and Exchange Commission ad
ministers-if they would read three re
ports which were filed when those bills 
were presented to the House, and three 
speeches which were made at that time, 
they would understand the powers and 
the functions of this Commission. Of 
course, Mr. Chairman, · modesty forbids 
my saying who filed those reports and 
who made those speeches. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the operation 
· and maintenance of the Selective Service 

System, as authorized by title I of the Uni
versal Military Training and Service Act (62 
Stat. 604), as amended, including services as 
authorized by section 15 of the act of August 
2, 1946 (5 u. S. C. 55a): not to exceed $250 
for the purchase of newspapers and periodi
cals; not to exceed $69,500 for expenses of 
travel, National Administration, Planning, 
Training, and Records Management; not to 
exceed $363,500 for expenses of travel, State 
Administration, Planning, Training, and 
Records Servicing; $92,500 for the National 
Selective Service Appeal Board, of which not 
to exceed $3,500 shall be available for ex
penses of travel; and $215,200 for the National 
Advisory Committee on the Selection of Doc
tors, Dentists, and Allied Specialists, of which 
not to exceed $40,000 shall be available for 
expenses of travel; $36,597,000: Provided, 
That during the current fiscal year the Presi
dent may exemp.t this appropriation from 
the provisions of subsection ( c) of section 
3679 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, 
whenever he deems such action to be neces
sary in the interest of n ational defense. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment, which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WILLIAMS of 

Mississippi: On page 31, line 18, strike out 
"~36,597,000'' and insert "$33,000,000." 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for a unanimous
consent request? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield 
to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask unanimous con
sent, Mr. Chairman, that all debate upon 
this subheading and all amendments 
thereto close in 6 minutes after the gen
tleman from Mississippi has finished-
4 minutes to be reserved for the com .. 
mittee. . . 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Mississippi is recognized for 5 min
utes in support of his amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I am compelled to add my 
expressions of appreciation for the splen
did work done by the subcommittee 
which has reported this bill. They have 
done a splendid job, in my opinion, in re
ducing unnecessary and wasteful Gov
ernment expenditures in this bill, and I 
think tbey are entitled to the commen
dation and cooperation of every Member 
of this House. They have done such a 
splendid job that I want to help them do 
an even better job, and that is the 
reason I have offered this amendment. 

Last year Selective Service was given 
$30,154,000 for the 1952 appropriation. 
Later they found it necessary, because of 
the increase in the number of persons 
to be inducted under the system, to come 
back to the House and ask for another 
$2,955,000, not only to cover the addi
tional workload but also to cover the 
costs of the Pay Act increases that we 
granted last year. The total for 1952, 
therefore, may be considered as $33,-
109,000. 

It is noted that the 1952 budget was 
based on inducting 300,000 men. Later, · 
they found it necessary, before the year 
was over, to induct 600,000, thus dou
bling what you might consider to be their 
workload. Yet they only found it neces
sary to come back to the House and ask 
for an additional 10 percent in appro
priations to take care of this doubled 
workload. 

The am~ndment which I have offered 
would hold them to virtually the same 
amount they had last year. The pros
pect in 1953 is that they will induct 650,-
000 men, which is only 50,000 more than 
last year. 

I realize that General Hershey prob .. 
ably has the most difficult job in Govern .. 
ment. He has an almost impossible task. 
One of the main reasons why General 
Hershey has such a tremendously hard 
job may be found in the haphazard, ab
surd recruiting systems that we continue 
to allow the Army, the Navy, the Marine 
Corps, and the Air Force to operate .. If 
you will turn to the hearings-I belleve 
they start on page 309-and read Gen
eral Hershey's testimony, you will find 

that he is having to operate under almost 
impossible conditions, not primarily be
cause of laws set out by Congress, but 
because of the absurd recruiting systems, 
as well as the varying standards for in
duction laid down by the Army, the 
Navy, the Air Forces, and the Marines. 
You will find that it is primarily the re
jections that are causing the most ex
pense in this program-that are causing 
his workload to be so heavy. 

You will find that General Hershey 
estimates approximately 50 percent of 
the men he sent the services for induc
tion last year were returned to him as 
disqualified. You will find further that 
50 percent of those rejected were turned 
down because of mental reasons, failure 
to pass the mental standards_ laid down 
by Mrs. Rosenberg. You will find that 
General Hershey, in his testimony before 
the committee, deals at great length 
with that subject. 

I feel that Selective Service can do the 
job this year for the same amount of 
money they had last year. · 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I want to compliment 

the gentleman on his amendment. I 
think if we reduce this amount, it will 
perhaps put some sense in the recruiting 
programs that we have in the Armed 
Forces. We have four different groups 
competing against each other, and prac
tically all the men who are taken in by 
recruitment are the byproducts of the 
people who are processed by Hershey's 
selective-service group. As soon as a 
man gets notice of induction or thinks 
his time for induction is coming up he 
starts looking for a chance to enlist. 
Today I had a session with a man who 
was worked on by two different military 
agencies who came to him offering to 
enlist him-the Army and the Marine 
Corps. 

I think that if we cut this appropria
tion, it will perhaps help get the recruit
ing program on a sensible basis. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I 
thank the gentleman for his splendid 
contribution. 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield. 
Mr. SEELY-BROWN. Can the gen

tleman ad1·ise me how much work of 
selective service is done by civilians and 
how much by personnel of the Armed 
Forces transferred to the various se
lective-service units throughout the 
country? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That 
question, of course, I cannot answer; I 
do not know. 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. I think that is 
the key to the gentleman's amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
·gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the 
committee is in sympathy with the pur
pose of the statement and the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Mississippi to cut this amount; but facts 
are facts, and they cannot be disputed 
Let us set the record straight. If you 
can cut a dime more out of this item than 
your committee, we are going to be with 
you all the way down the line. 



2666 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - JIOUSE March 21 

Let us not charge Selective Service 
with the weaknesses of the armed serv
ices, because they are two separate and 
dislinct things, and Selective Service has 
no right and no power to tell the armed 
services what to do. Had the Selective 
Service System had the authority, they 
would have stopped a long time ago that 
very wasteful and expensive and dupli
cating recruiting system that now goes 
on in the Army, Navy, Air Force, and 
Marine Corps all in competition with 
the Selective Service System. The Se
lective Service System has their hands 
tied. 

Let us see what we have done here. 
The armed services, the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, told the Selective Service System 
that for the fiscal year 1952 they should 
induct 300,000 men, and we gave them 
enough to do that. . But before the year 
was out the armed services raised the 
number to 400,000 men and, of course, 
Select ive Service had to come to the com
mittee for more funds, which we gave 
them in ·a supplemental appropriation 
bill a few weeks ago. To be accurate the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff said they did not 
want 400,000 inductees next year, but 
they wanted 650,000. Think of it. An 
increase from 400,000 to 650,000. 

The program of the Selective Service 
System is broken down into three parts: 
The local draft boards in your town and 
mine and in every county in the United 
States, and there are, roughly, 3,850. 
Then there is the national headquarters 
and the State headquarters, and every 
State has an office. Twenty-eight mil
lion four hundred thousand dollars of the 
entire appropriation goes to the local 
draft boards. We did not cut off a nickel. 
Why? The people in your community, 
your local draft board-do you know how 
much compensation they get a year? 
They do not get a penny. There are 40,-
000 of them; they work for nothing as 
a patriotic duty, and they are to be 
commended for the job they are doing. 
In each draft board there is one paid 
employee, that is a local person in your 
home town or home county, and they are 
the poorest paid of any Federal em
ployees. Look at your own town; there 
will be a man or woman doing the same 
or similar type of work and be classified 
as grade 6 or 7 under the Classification 
Act. This employee of the draft board, 
of course, does not come under the Clas
sifica tion Act, and there is only one in 
each draft board, but there are 10 or 15 
other people working there, local citi
zens, and they work for nothing. Do 
you get that? Now, we have taken the 
national headquarters here in the Dis
trict of Columbia, and what did we do 
to them? We cut them between 20 and 
25 percent. We took your various State 
headquarters, located at your home State 
capitals, and what ditl we do to them? 
We cut them between 20 and 25 percent 
and we put a limitation on their travel, 
too. We reduced that by 33 percent. 

Mr. Chairman, those are the facts. 
You are fooling with dynamite and I do 
not want to see the House make a mis
take, because 90 percent of the appro
priation gees back to your local draft 
boards where 40,000 of your local citi
zens work for nothing. The amendment 
should be voted down. This is dangerous. 

-Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I think I know as much 
about the selective service boards as our 
very brilliant chairman of the Subcom
mittee ·on Appropriations because I was 
for several years chairman of a selective 
service appeal board in California. I 
do not want to hurt those people who 
are working for nothing as members of 
local boards or those who are working 
as clerks for very nominal wages. How
ever, I am trying in some way to get a 
little common sense into the armed 
services and their competitive recruit
ing systems. They are today wasting 
millions of dollars each year. I cannot' 
offer an amendment covering this par
ticular feature because it would be 
stricken out on a point of order, but if 
we reduce the amount here by approx
imately $3,000,000, in my opinion, there 
might be some indirect effect felt over 
at the Pentagon and they will straighten 
this duplicating of recruiting matters out. 

The Members will recall that when we 
had a bill up here sometime ago in ref
erence to this very matter I offered an 
amendment to consolidate the recruiting 
services ·or all four of the armed serv
ices. Unfortunately this · amendment 
was defeated; however, I do not think it 
was defeated on merit, but because the 
Members present did not thoroughly un
derstand it. 

Mr. Chairman, I am going to support 
the gentleman from Mississippi, and I 
hope that reducing the amount that is 
made a vailab!e to the Selective Service 
System will perhaps result in a little 
common sense being used by people who 
are running these costly and ineffective 
recruiting services. 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. :Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield to the gen
tleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. Can the gen
tleman advise me, or can the chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Appropriations 
advise me, how much of the work in con
nection with selective service in the local 
offices to which the gentleman refers i~ 
performed by men in uniform or officers 
in uniform drawing down Army pay? 
How much of the actual work is being 
done by civilian employees today? 

Mr. THOMAS. There are military 
personnel working in your local draft 
boards. I hope the members of the 
Armed Services Committee will correct 
the defect the gentleman points out. 
These people cannot do it. We have no 
authority to do it. The gentleman•s 
commit tee has the authority. He is an 
able and valuable man and I hope be 
will do the job. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMsJ. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. WILLIAMS of 
Mississippi) there were-ayes 49, noes 
53. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. THOMAS and 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
83, noes 114. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 

Salaries and expenses, Smithsonian Inst i
tution: For all necessary expenses for the 
preservation, exhibition, and increase of col
lections from the surveying and exploring 
expeditions of the Government and from 
ot her sources; for the system of interna
tional exchanges between the United States 
and foreign countries; for anthropological 
r"searches among the American Indians and 
the natives of lands under the jurisdict ion 
or protection of the United States, independ
ently or in cooperation with State, educa
tional, and scientific organizations in the 
United States, and the excavation and 
preservatilon of archeological remains; for 
maintenance of the Astrophysical Observa
tory and making necessary observations in 
high altitudes; for the administration of 
the National Collection of Fine Arts; for t he 
administration and for the construction and 
m aintenance, of laboratory and other facili
ties on Barro Colorado Island, C. Z., under 
the provisions of the act of July 2, 1940, 
as amended by the provisions of Reorgani
zation Plan No. 3 of 1946; for the main
t enance and administration of a national 
air museum as authorized by the act of 
August 12, 1946 (20 U. S. C. 77); including 
not to exceed $35,000 for services as author
ized by sect ion 15 of the act of August 2, 
1946 (5 U. S. C. 55a); not to exceed $9,100 

, for expenses of travel; purchase, repair, and 
cleaning of uniforms for guards and elevator 
conductors; repairs and alterations of build 
ings and approaches; and preparation of 
manuscripts, drawings, and illustrations for 
publication; $2,274,000: ProVided, That this 
appropriation shall be available for the re
pair, alteration, improvement, preservation, 
and equipment of leased premises, and the 
construction of auxiliary and appurtenant 
temporary structures, ramps, roadways, and 
approaches thereto, at the Chicago Inter
n a tional Airport, O'Hare Field, Park Ridge, 
Ill., to house the National Air Museum 
storage collections. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RANKIN: On 

page 33, line 3, strike out "$2,274,000" and in
sert in lieu thereof the following: "including 
$100,000 to enable the Smithsonian Institu
tion, through construction and utilization of 
a pilot plant and otherwise, to extend its 
studies on solar radiation to include determi
nation of the practicab111ty of utilizing solar 
energy for the production of elect ricity, 
$2,374,000 ... 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that all debate on 
this paragraph dealing with the Smith
sonian Institution and all amendments 
thereto close in 13 minutes, 10 minutes 
for the gentleman from Mississippi and 3 
minutes for the committee. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
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GENERATING ELECTRICITY WITH SUN HEAT 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I called 
the attention of the House several days 
ago to the fact that Dr. C. G. Abbot, 
down in the Smithsonian Institution, as 
a result of more than 20 years of hard 
struggle, has developed a process for 
generating electricity with sun heat . . 
What I am asking for here is a small 
appropriation to enable the Smithsonian 
Institution to establish a pilot plant to 
test out his program. 

I am looking down the centuries, on a 
proposition tl ... at will mean more to fu
ture generations of America than prob
ably anything else that has been pro
posed in your day and mine. I know that 
Dr. Abbot has been criticized just as 
Thomas A. Edison was criticized when 70 
years ago that greatest contributor to 
the welfare of humanity was struggling 
day and night to develop the incan
descent lamp. 

One of the great scientists of the world 
denounced it as ignis fatuus. Another 
one said it was airy ignorance. Another 
said it was an American hoax. But 
the greatest of all of them said that even 
if he did develop this process he could 
not divide the electricity. It would all be 
in bulk. In other words, you could not 
have one light here and another one 
over yonder. 

With all that criticism of Edison, that 
great man developed the incandescent 
lamp. With it he gave us the spark that 
fires the gas that makes the motor ma
chine possible. He did more for human
ity than any other man who has ever 
lived in all the tides of time. 

Here we have the scientists of America 
urging us to move forward with this de
velopment which means more, especial
ly to the arid areas of the Southwest, 
than anything else that has been pro
posed. 

I wrote the other day to Dr. Gano 
Dunn, a leading scientist, in New York 
and received this letter from him in 
which he says: 

My opinion goes along with that recently 
expressed by President J. M. c.Jonant of Har
vard University that within the next 50 
years a large part of the power used in this 
country will come from solar energy. 

That does not come from some man 
who is accused of being old and senile, 
it comes from one of the gr.eat scientists 
of America. He said: 

Dr. Abbot's experiments already give in
controvertible proof of the immense amounts 
of power that solar energy [would] develop 
including large allowances for nighttime and 
obscuration by clouds. 

I have the records here. Here is one 
from Massachusetts, where they have 
been using this solar energy to warm 
buildings at night. They are using it in 
Florida even to cook with at night. 

But here when we come asking for this 
small amount, merely to test out this 
theory, which would mean the transfor
mation of the gr.eat arid areas of Amer
ica, and which would mean the use of the 
greatest source of power the world has 
ever known, or ever will know, we are 
denied funds for that purpose. 

When we burn coal, we are merely re
leasing the heat which was deposited 

there by the sun untold centuries ago, 
When we burn wood, we are mer.ely re
leasing the heat that was put there by 
the sun while the timber was growing, 
When we burn oil or gas, we are merely 
releasing heat that was placed there by 
the sun. Yet, here when we come and 
find a process of developing this energy, 
we cannot even get a hearing. For that 
r.eason, I have come before the Congress 
of the United States advocating that this 
program, and asking for this reasonable 
amount of money be allowed in order 
that this process may be tested out in full 
at the earliest possible date. 

Let me show you what is happening, 
Take the arid areas of the Southwest. 
They tell me that they can generate a 
trillion horsepower in the arid areas of 
New Mexico, Arizona, California, Nevada. 
Do any of . you know how much power 
that amounts to? It probably means a 
million times as much electricity as we 
are now using. If that process were in 
operation, they would have power to 
pump all water they want, to pump all 
the sea water, and to distill it and sepa
rate the salt from it, and use it to irri
gate the land. 

President Peron of Argentina has an
nounced that his scientists who have 
flooded in there from war-torn Europe, 
have developed a process of "generating 
electricity from atomic energy derived 
from sun heat." 

His scientists are merely taking this 
program of Dr. Abbot's and are now try
ing to take credit for it. Last summer, 
President Peron said that in 2 years 
from that time, they would have the en
tire Republic of Argentina e_ectrified in 
that way. 

Russia is trying it out in Asia, and 
now we fihd that Great Britain is pre
paring to test it out in Australia. Are 
we going to sit here and let them take 
the process that has been developed by 
our own scientists, at our expense, and 
not even give ourselves a chance to try 
it out here in the United States? 

Let me show you what it would mean. 
You could not only pump all the water 
you need in the arid area, but as I said, 
you could also distill sea water and sepa
rate the salt from it, and use it to irri
gate that vast area. That is what they 
are trying to do in Australia. This man 
said that they could generate a million 
horsepower almost over a square mile 
of ground, in Arizona and New Mexico. 
I said, "I live in the same latitude. We 
do not have as much sun heat, but we 
do have about 75 perecent or 90 percent 
as much. What could you do there?" 
He said, "We could generate from 500 ,000 
to three-fourths of a million horsepower 
on a square mile of ground, which is now 
covered with pine bushes or clay gullies. 
This program may not work; but I think 
it will. The great scientists that I have 
listened to, and I will read to you the 
letters from some others I have received, 
if you care to hear them, are of the same 
opinion pointing out that this will prob
ably be one of the greatest developments 
the world has ever known. 

I ask you to give us this $100,000 in 
order that we may test it and see. Here 
is a letter from W. F. Durand, who was 
formerly connected with Stanford Uni-

versity. He is one of the great scientists 
of America. He says: 

Replying to your letter of recent date re
garding Dr. Abbot's studies in connection 
with the power from the sun, I would say 
that I have known of this work of Dr. Ab
bot now for many years, especially in 1936, 
at the time of the World Power Conference. 
I witnessed a laboratory set up for this pur
pose which looked most promising. 

There is no question but that the earth 
receives from the sun daily enormous 
amounts of power in the form of heat, and 
it only remains to devise ways and means 
of transforming the heat into mechanical 
power. 

I would recommend most warmly, and 
without reservation, the granting of this ap
propriation to Dr. Abbot in order that he 
may carry on his work on the pilot plant 
level. Power from the sun is bound to come 
sometime. Let us push the effort to solve 
the problem. 

Another from a leading scientist in 
Wisconsin, Dr. Farrington Daniels. He 
says: 

Solar energy is our great hope for the fu
ture and fundamental research and pilot 
plants should be rushed vigorously, not only 
for the present but for the long-range fu
ture. 

I am calling your attention to these 
letters in order that you may under
stand just exactly what it means. 

I also have a statement from Dr. Co
nant of Harvard University, another 
great scientist who also supports this 
program. 

I see my t ime is up. 
I trust this amendment will be 

adopted. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the 

amendment before the House seeks to 
increase the amount of th!s appropri
ation by $100,000. 

It is not an easy matter for me to 
rise ~n opposition to an amendment of
fered by our distinguished friend from 
Mississippi, JOHN RANKIN. If I may 
humbly say so, you have just heard one 
of the most brilliant minds of this House. 
He is a monument, and the possessor 
of one of those sciantific minds that is 
forward looking. Certainly for the last 
25 years I doubt if there is a man in this 
House who has left a deeper imprint on 
it than has the distinguished gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

I hope he will forgive me for rising in 
opposition. But, Mr. Chairman, there 
is in this budget now in the neighbor
hood of $110,000 or $115,000 for this same 
purpose. Do you know how long it has 
been going on? We call them astro
physical laboratories. That is a rather 
large word for me, but this same item has 
been in these budgets for 60 consecutive 
years. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. Not for this purpose. 

We are only asking for a small amount, 
compared with the importance of the 
question involved, asking that they may 
test out this pilot plant, to see whether 
or not this project will work. If it 
works, it will revolutionize the world. 

Mr. THOMAS. My sense of humility 
is not going to permit me to argue with 
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my distinguished friend, but let me re
peat, this same item, with slight vari
aticms, t.as been in this bill for 6~ con
secutive years, and $115,000 or $118,000 
is in it now. 

I think myself, with the gentleman 
and that very fine mind of his, the pos
sibilities are hound to be unlimited, but 
one group has been handling this fer 60 
ye2.rs. wen, let us net start now giving 
it m re considerat'on and do it in a big 
way. I am not going to quibble with my 
friend from Mississippi, but I hope the 
amendment is voted down at this time, 
and let us take another look at it. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missis
sippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. RANKIN) there 
were-ayes 13, noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike out the last word in order to 
propound a question to the gentleman 
trom Texas: 

Will the gentleman give us a hearing? 
'Ihese :::cientists want to come here and 
testify tefore a House committee to 
1'resent tbis problem. Will the gentle
man give us a hearing before his com
mittee? 

Mr. THOMAS. We cannot deny our 
friend from Mississippi any request he 
makes. 

Mr. RANKIN. All right; we will pre
sent the question. 

The Clerk read as fallows : 
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

For the purpose of carrying out the pro
visions of the 'i'ennessee Valley Authority 
Act of 1933, as amended (16 U.S. C., ch. 12A), 
including purchase (::1.0t to exceed two) and 
hire, ma.intene.nce, and operation of aircraft; 
the purchase (not to exceed 110 for replace
ment on.ly) and hire of passenger mater ve
hicles, $185,270,000, to remain available until 
expended, and to be available for the pay
ment of obligations chargeable against prior 
appropriations: Provided, That no funds ap
propriated fer the Tennessee Valley Author
ity by this paragraph shail be used for the 
maintenance or cperation of any aircraft for 
passenger service that is not specifically con
fined to the active operation of the official 
business of the Tennessee Valley Authority 
by officers or employees of such Authority, 
and not to exceed $1,375,000 of funds avail
able to the Tennessee Valley Authority shall 
be used for expenses of travel. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
.Amendment offered by Mr. BAKER: Page 35, 

before the period at the end of line 24, in
sert the following: ":provided further, That 
no funds appropriated for the Tennessee Val
ley Authority by this paragraph shall be used 
for the purchase of coal unless the purchase 
is made under a cont ract with a contractor 
who has furnished a bond for the proper per
formance of the contract." 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, the pur
pose of my amendment should be ob
vious; there has been widespread pub
licity in the newspapers throughout the 
country concerning the methods em
ployed by TVA in purchasing coal for 
future delivery for its coal-consuming 
steam plants. By 1956 it is expected 
that TVA will be buying 10,000,000 tons 

of coal annually to supply five coal
consuming electric-generating plants. 
It would serve no useful purpose for me 
to review these newspaper stories; they 
have been placed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD and have been read by most of 
the Members. 

On Tuesday of this week I extended 
my own remarks in the RECORD and re
quested the Independent Offices Appro
priations Subcommittee to investigate 
fully in public hearings TVA's method 
af awarding these contracts. I believe 
that will be done; it should be done. 

The pubrc is entitled to know whether 
these methods are the best and in the 
interest cf the taxpaying public. The 
answer to this whole question is very 
simp e. Here is the situation: One of 
the greatest coal fields in America is lo
cated in east Tennessee and southeast
ern Kentucky. There are dozens of fine, 
established, operating coal companies 
employing thousands and thousands of 
experienced coal miners. These mines 
at the moment are operating about 2 
days a week. TVA-and I am not say
ing whether rightly or wrongly-in their 
recent awards of millions of tons of coal 
did not award any contract of any con
sequence to one of those established coal 
operating concerns; on the contrary, 
they were awarded to companies in many 
instances recently formed with small 
capital, in some instances to individuals 
who are . not producers of coal. Now, 
let us say for the moment that that is 
not necessarily wrong. 

According to the statement of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GoRE], 
the investigation conducted so far shows 
that there is no proof that TVA or the 
Government has lost any money. That 
may be true as to now, but let us see 
where it would lead to. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAKER. I yfold to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. May I say that the 
minority members of the subcommittee, 
particularly the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. COTTON] and myself, 
want to associate ourselves with the sug
gestion of an investigation. We think 
it is quite necessary. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr .. BAKER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman is dis
cussing a very important and vital sub
ject. I assume, of course, that he has 
gone into it and that he knows his 
amendment will solve the problem. Is 
there any doubt in the gentleman's mind 
about that? 

Mr. BAKER. I shall discuss that point 
very shortly. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAKER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman is talk
ing about what will happen many years 
hence. I have called attention to the 
fact that within the last 3 months the 
greatest gas well ever produced east of 
the Mississippi was brought in in Monroe 
County, Miss., in the district I represent 
and, of course, within the TV A area. It 

produces 35,000,000 cubic feet of gas and 
oil each day. 

It will only ba a short time until we 
will he able to supply gas at a very 
reasonable rate to OIJerate all of these 
steam plants, and it will not be neces
sary to have this row with the coal 
dealers. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAKER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky. · 

Mr. PERKINS. In answer to the gen
t eman from Mississippi, may I say that 
the TV A did undertake to purchase gas 
on an interruptibie basis for the John
sonville steam plant or for a certain 
number of units at that plant. The 
record discloses they could dispense with 
these contracts at any time they desired. 
In other words, they could let them have 
gas today and deny them gas tomorrow. 
In the interest of national defense, which 
should be paramount in our thinking, 
it does not make sense to contribute fur
ther to the underutilization of the coal 
industry and its available manpower 
while at the same time aggravating the 
existing and prospective shortages of 
steel and of gas. 

The decision of the Federal Power 
Commission was sound because any other 
decision would have detracted from the 
dependability of TV A's fuel supplies. 
Any other decision would have discour
aged the development of highly desira
ble underground storage of gas to meet 
peak demands, and it would have de
prived other users of steel and gas of 
their essential requirements at a time 
when shortages of them already exist and 
such shortages are impending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PERKINS. In that decision tlle 

Federal Power Commission stated that 
TV A should use coal and not gas. This 
decision was wholly sound. 

May I say further that I am not op
posing the amendment offered by the dis
tinguished gentleman from Tennessee. 
I have tried to keep up with the investi
gation that has been going on the best I 
could, and personally I do not believe 
that there is anything wrong with the 
TV A's purchases of coal. I think they 
are all aboveboard. However, I may be 
mistaken in this belief and I intend to 
make further inquiries, but I now be
lieve the TV A in every instance has 
awarded the contracts to the lowest 
bidder. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to discuss how this amendment, in my 
judgment, will solve the problem. I cer
tainly want TVA to acquire its coal at 
the lowest possible price. There is only 
one way under competitive bidding to be 
assured that that will be done. 

The market now is in a depressed con
dition. The market now is about $3.50 
to $4 a ton f. o. b. the mines. 

During World War II coal, generally 
speaking, in Tennessee and Kentucky 
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was from $5 to $6 a ton f. o. b. the mines. 
I remember distinctly that in the latter 
part of World War I coal in our fields 
went from $10 to $12 a ton. 

What does this mean? It means that 
if you let bids to people who cannot pro
duce or to people who do not have a bond 
and do not have sufficient assets, if they 
are not under a performance bond, the 
temptation is too great when prices go 
up to channel coal off into the black 
market or otherwise, if there should be 
a ceiling price, and then say to TVA: 
We are sorry, we cannot deliver. 

This is not a new thing. Title 40 of 
the United States Code, section 270 <a) 
provides that all contractors for public 
buildings and public works in the United 
States receiving contracts in excess of 
$2,000 shall furnish performance bonds. 
In titles 41 and 42 of the United States 
Code there are various references to per
formance bonds. The cost will be very 
small. If a person cannot furnish a per
formance bond, especially for these con
tracts that run for years in the future, 
then the United States of America has 
no business dealing with him. If the 
market price goes up substantially, as it 
is most likely to do, the temptation will 
be too great for irresponsible fly-by
night operators to divert their coal into 
the open market. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
TV A should welcome this amendment. 
It will result, in my honest judgment, in 
a saving of millions and millions of dol
lars to TVA and to the taxpaying public 
of the United States in the next 5 years. 
And an even almost equally important 
thing is this. If world war III should 
come, this electricity is of the utmost 
importance to the atomic-energy plants 
and to the Alcoa aluminum plants. 
What would happen if TVA could not get 
this coal and the atomic-energy plants 
were to shut down or Alcoa would shut 
down? I believe the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GORE] wil~ join me in this 
request. I repeat, I hope that the sub
committee will fully investigate the 
methods, but let us now put this per
formance-bond provision in there and be 
sure that TVA gets its coal at $3.70 so 
that it will not have to shut down those 
plants. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments to 
the paragraph dealing with TVA close 
in 30 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 
. Mr. COUDERT. I object, Mr. Chair
man. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that all debate on this amendment and 
all amendments to this section dealing 
with the subject matter of TVA close in 
40 minutes. · 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Tennessee for 
2 minutes. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, I intend 
to offer an amendment to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. BAKER]. I know he has 
in mind doing a public service in this 
reg~rd. I do think his amendment is a 

bit restrictive. The amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee states, 
''furnished a bond for the proper per
formance of the contract." We know 
that bonds cost money. In a moment I 
shall offer an amendment, which I be
lieve the gentleman from Tennessee can 
accept, to insert the word "performance" 
before "bond", and, immediately after 
"bond", to insert "or other satisfactory 
security." 

As the gentleman and I know, many 
of these concerns can furnish a finan
cial statement upon which they can bid, 
and I think that would be satisfactory 
warranty. However, if they are forced 
to put up a performance bond, which 
costs money, then that would necessarily 
be added to the price of coal. I hope the 
gentleman will accept my amendment 
to his amendment. If so, then I can go 
along with his amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. I accept the amendment, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Cfork read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. GORE to the 

amendment offered by Mr. BAKER: In front 
of the word "bond", insert the word "per
formance", and, after the word "bond'', 
insert "or other satisfactory warranty." 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. BAKER], as 
amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CounERT: On 

page 35, line 14, strike out "$185,270,000" and 
insert "$171,270,000." 

<By unanimous consent, the time al
lotted to Mr. TABER and Mr. JENKINS was 
given to Mr. CoUDERT.) 

<By unanimous consent, the t ime al
lotted to Mr. PRIEST, Mr. ANDREWS, and 
Mr. PERKINS was given to Mr. GoREJ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CouDERTJ is recog
nized. 

Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Chairm~. here 
we have again before us the platinum
coated, sacred cow of the Government 
herd of sacred cows. In fact, th is is the 
No. 1 bull of the herd, and that is why 
I stand here again in the well of the 
House to try to represent the small, still 
voice of the partially disfranchised pop
ulations of the great metropolitan areas 
who have so long supported in luxury 
and comfort the population served by 
the cheap electricity of the TV A area. 
and perhaps some other similar areas. 
If there be any doubt as to the sacred 
character of this bull, just take a look 
at the bill that is before you. Just take 
a look at the enlightening comparison 
of the treatment accorded this agency, 
this sacred bull, with the treatment 
given to all of the twenty-odd other 
large agencies in this bill-some of them 
possibly almost as important as provid
ing flood-lighted golf courses for peo
ple in the TVA area. 

The over-all reduction effected in this 
bill-the over-all average for all agencies 
is some 33 percent from requests. Per
haps the most important or the most 
touted agency from the standpoint of 
defense is atomic energy, and what did 
the majority of the members of this sub
committee do to atomic energy? Did 
they leave that alone? Oh, no, Mr. 
Chairman, they knocked 12 percent off 
the requested funds for atomic energy. 
Then what did they do with housing? 
Housing, the only city, metropolitan 
counterpart of the give-away hand-out 
which the TVA represents, they knocked 
that off 20 or 25 percent. What did 
they take out of the plantinum-plated 
hide of the TV A bull? They took ex
actly just 5 percent-just 5 percent-of 
the total $250,000,000 which was intend
ed for use, planned for use, in this next 
year's budget, the budget we are work
ing on now for the construction, acquisi
tion, and development of new projects. 

What is the background against which 
we have to examine this? As of today, 
the TV A produces about 3,600,000 kilo
watts. There is in the works, under con
struction, some $750,000,000 worth of 
plants and equipment for the production 
of power so that when presently author
ized projects, plus what is asked for in 
this bill, are completed, the TV A power 
will have increased from 3,500,000 to 
8,000,000 kilowatts for the benefit of 
those very fortunate people in the TV A 
area. How nice it would be to live there. 
How nice it would be for my New ·York 
City constituents who pay so much of 
the bill. The amendment itself would 
simply eliminate an additional two units 
of steam generating capacity. The orig
inal request was for eight additional 
units. 

The subcommittee, in its wisdom, re
duced it by two. My amendment would 
postpone two more. So that would only 
cut down the request for additional 
steam-generating units from eight to 
four. We would cut it down by half. 

In the area where the steam plant 
might best be cut out, the two Shawnee 
units, there is available ample electric 
power generated by private industry that 
can be brought into the area without 
difficulty. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this presents a 
pretty far-reaching and important issue 
that affects every one of us. Yesterday a 
majority of the members of the Com
m'ttee of the Whole passed through tell
ers on this floor; and, for all practical 
purposes, cut out public housing. Why 
~id they cut it out? Why, they said, 
"This is socialinm." They said, "we in 
the State of Tennessee, the State of Ala
bama, the State of Virginia, and all the 
other great anti-Socialist States could 
not tolerate the thought of Socialist 
hou3ing in New York." But for them the 
TVA is an entirely different story, be
cause their States are receiving the 
benefit of it. The Members who voted 
against hou::.ing ought to vote for this 
amendment, because if public housing is 
bad socialism, certainly TV A is no less so. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cou
DERT] has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time allotted 



2670 CONGRESSIONAL RE<;:ORD - HOUSE March 21 

to me be allotted to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GORE]. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair· 
man, I make the same request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair

man, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks immediately following 
the statement of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GORE]. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. GORE]. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, my dis
tinguished and able friend_ and colleague 
from New York [Mr. CouDERT], for whom 
I have a deep affection, would like very 
much, I believe, to fight the battle of 
TVA all over again, which battle was 
fought before either he or I were privi
leged to be Members of this body. The 
TVA is an established, going utility. 

I would like to inquire of the gentle
man which two steam units he would 
cut out. 

Mr. COUDERT. The two remaining 
Shawnees, the committee h;tving taken 
two of them, we reduce two more. 

Mr. GORE. I believe the gentleman 
has just revealed himself defenseless, be
cause the Shawnee plant is for one pur
pose only, and that is for supplying elec
tricity to the atomic energy plant being 
built at Paducah, Ky. 

Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GORE. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. COUDERT. Does the gentleman 
recall that the subcommittee itself, with 
the gentleman's assent, reduced that 
Shawnee plant by two in committee? 

Mr. GORE. Indeed so. 
Mr. COUDERT. So evidently Shaw

nee cannot be of such vital importance. 
Mr. GORE. I will be delighted to re

spond to the gent_eman. 
The subcommittee studied this mat

ter and studied it carefully. We re
duced as much as we thought we safely 
could reduce. We are not trying to kid 
ourselves or you. The two units which 
the subcommittee eliminated were elim
inated, net because ·they will not be 
needed, and soon, but because we found, 
rightly or wrongly, that because of de
lays in the atomic-energy construction 
program, those two units which we elim
inated could safely come later. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cou
DERT] has made no such finding as to the 
other two units which he has suggested 
be eliminated. 

What is the situation with respect to 
Shawnee? It narrows down not to a 
question of whether TV A is an advisable 
concern since the gentleman specifies 
that the units to be eliminated are those 
to supply power to the Atomic Energy 
Commission ; it is a rather narrow issue; 
TVA is'not an issue, because the Atomic 
Energy Commission is responsible for 
the Shawnee plant, not the TVA. TVA 
did not come to the Congress, upon its 
own, asking for · an appropriation to 

build the Shawnee steam plant. Who 
came? The Atomic Energy Commis
sion. The AEC was unable to secure 
power for that enormous new atomic en
ergy plant from private utilities; they 
had been able to secure a warranty from 
a combination of power companies that 
they would supply one-half the load of 
that plant. They were turning in des
peration for another source from which 
to obtain electric power. They came to 
your committee requesting an appro
priation, requestin& that TVA furnish 
half of the power for that enormous un
dertaking, and in so doing they said to 
us that they were more certain of their 
ability to build the gaseous diffusion 
plant on time than they were of their 
ability to secure the power with which 
to operate it. What you have here, 
therefore, is really a question of whether 
you want to build a gaseous diffusion 
plant at Paducah, Ky., and not have the 
power to operate it. I now yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COUDERT. I am very much in· 
terested in the gentleman's observation. 
The gentleman takes the position that 
the elimination of these two plants 
would seriously impair the Atomic En
ergy Commission's power to build the 
proposed plant. Can the gentleman ad
vise the committee as to the precise per
centage of the TVA electric power that 
the Atomic Energy Commission uses? 

Mr. GORE. I am not sure that I can 
give the precise percentage; I can state, 
however, that when these plants are 
completed they will be using more elec
tricity than the city of New Yorl:. 

Mr. COUDERT. I am afraid that is 
a little irrelevant; and, besides, the city 
of New York is not getting any of this 
power, I regret to say. 

Mr. GORE. I was using it only as a 
manner of indicating size of load. Actu
ally, I think I can give the gentleman 
the percentage. When the plants are in 
operation th€-y will be using something 
better than 40 percent of the entire TV A 
output. 

Mr. COUDERT. Approximately bet
ter than 40 percent. What percentage 
of the total production of TV A would 
be represented by these two additional 
units that I suggest be taken out of the 
bill? 

Mr. GORE. That is not relevant to 
the Paducah question. 

Mr. COUDERT. What could be more 
relevant? 

Mr. GOhE. Paducah, Ky., is almost 
as far from Chicago as it is from the 
Norris Dam. It is uneconomic to fur
nish hydroelectric energy at Paducah, 
Ky., from a hydroelectric pl::tnt over in 
North Carolina. Transportation of 
power, like transportation of anything 
else, is a very expensive proposition; you 
lose a lot; it costs a lot to build trans
missi0n lines. The only f easable way 
to supply a huge electric demand is to 
have a generating capacity in the vi
cinity of the demand. That is not an 
arguable point, so what the gentleman 
has raised here is whether or not we 
shall have a gaseous diffusion plant at 
Paducah, Ky., upon which the security 
of this country may depend, without the 
power to operate it. 

Mr. COUDERT. If the gentleman will 
yield further, I do think the gentleman 
is obscuring the issue. He has just 
stated that at the most only 40 percent 
of the total production of TV A power 
would be utilized by Atomic Energy. 
Now, is there any reason in the world, 
under these circumstances, why these 
two additional little plants, costing a 
measly $50,000,000, cannot be deferred 
another year? 

Mr. GORE. Indeed so, there is a very 
good reason, and if the gentleman had 
studied the proposition as I have stud
ied it, I am sure he would be aware of 
the reason, which is very plain. In order 
to supply the expansion at Oak Ridge, 
additional hydroelectric, additional 
steam plants, are now under construc
tion to meet the demand of those plants 
which are going to demand more, more, 
and more power. 

Mr. COUDERT. The gaseous diffu
sion plant to which the gentleman re
fers, is that under construction and, if 
so, when will it be completed and 
performing? 

Mr. GORE. The plant is under con
struction and we measured very care
fully in the subcommittee the construc
tion schedule of the atomic-energy facil
ity with the construction schedule of the 
power units, units 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6. 
Now the committee· thought we could 
take a chance in eliminating the starting 
of the last two, but we do not say to the 
Congress that they should forever be 
deferred. We know they are going to 
have to be built; however, we could not 
go so far as to eliminate units 3 and 4 
because I think that part of the atomic 
energy construction schedule will be so 
far ahead they will have to have this 
power. Does the gentleman desire fur
ther information? 

Mr. COUDERT. As far as I can see, 
the gentleman is merely saying what I 
said in introducing the amendment, that 
TVA has to have everything it asks for 
regardless of anybody else and regard
less of the total over-all national picture, 
and that so long as TVA is satisfied noth
ing else matters. 

Mr. GORE. I hope the gentleman will 
not seriously entertain that point of vfew 
because the committee has acted I think 
responsibly in this. I cannot acknowl
edge the charge that I am unwilling to 
make any reduction in TV A or to accept 
any change. As a matter of fact , the 
distinguished gentleman from the Sec
ond District of Tennessee and I have just 
worked out an amendment which I sup
port. I am supporting the cut in· TV A 
that is contained in this bill, but I am 
not willing to go so far as to el;minate 
the power for the atomic-energy facility. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that _my time be 
yielded to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
a member of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that my time be 
yielded to the gentleman from TennesEee. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GWINN. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. GORE. I yield to the gentleman 

from New York. 
Mr. GWINN. In the beginning of the 

gentleman's remarks", stating that TVA 
was an established business, and that we 
ought not to be reviewing again, possi
bly--

Mr. GORE. Will the gentleman per
mit me to say that I did not say it should 
not be reviewed? 

Mr. GWINN. I mean as a project. 
Mr. GORE. It is an established; go

ing concern. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York does not 
go to that question at all, because the 
Shawnee plant is not for the purpose of 
supplying power to the people of Ten
nessee. It is not for the purpose of sup
plying power to the municipalities of the 
Tennessee Valley. It has only one func
tion and is created for only one function, 
it was not requested originally by TV A, 
but by the Atomic Energy Commission, 
and that is to supply power to the' new 
gaseous diffusion plant now under con
struction at Paducah, Ky. 

Mr. GWINN. I had reference, if the 
gentleman please, to a fundamental con
cept. If we, as the House, decide that 
we have gone into socialized housing 
and into socialized power by mistake, 
ought we not to review the problem that 
Government monopoly creates when pri
vate enterprise is destroyed in .the area? 

Mr. GORE. Well, I do not think if 
an atomic attack should come to this 
country, that we are going to have too 
much time debating theories of govern
ment. I want the maximum amount of 
atomic readiness and I am not going to 
share the responsibility of eliminating 

·power necessary to operate an atomic 
energy facility. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GORE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. If it had not been for 
the Tennessee Valley Authority, we 
would not have had the atomic bomb in 
the last war, would we? 

Mr. GORE. I think that is a fair 
statement. The gentleman has offered 
this amendment in haste. I am sure he 
is doing something or attempting to do 
something which upon more mature con
sideration he would not desire to do. I 
ask the committee to vote down this 
r.mendment. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair- . 
man, I regret exceedingly to see the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cou
DERT] offer this amendment. To my rec
ollection every year that I have been 
a Member of the House, he has seen fit to 
offer amendments objecting to certain 
expenditures proposed to · be made by 
the Tennessee Valley Authority, regard
less of the adverse effect such amend
ments would have on their corporate en
deavors. 

Over 90 percent of the funds made 
a vailable under this section of the bill 
will be used for new construction and 
acquirin g new generating facilities. We 

must keep in mind that TVA is the only 
supplier of the area. It must not only 
supply the immediate needs of the area 
but construction must be made to take 
care of the expanding needs and re
quirements of 1952, 1953, and 1954. Like 
all utilities, TV A must make plans now 
for new electrical capacities to meet the 
eventual demands of our growing econ
omy. This is the constant dilemma of 
power supply planning. 

Let us for a moment look at the over
all power needs in the entire United 
States for the next 3 years. A very real
istic report was most recently made by 
the Electric Power Advisory Committee 
of the Defense Power Administration. 
Mr. Edward W. Morehouse, vice presi
dent of General Public Utilities Corp., is 
chairman of this advisory committee 
and is a resident of New York City. Let 
us see what this authority, who comes 
from the same city as the author of this 
amendment, has to say. 

Mr. Morehouse an<.l his committee in 
their report pointed out that 30,000,000 
kilowatts of new capacity now planned 
and on · order by the electric utilities of 
the country for construction in the next 
3 years is not in the aggregate exces
sive-if anything, it may be too small. 
The committee concluded that the load 
estimates for the 1953 peak made by util
ities should be increased by as much as 
2,000,000 kilowatts, and that the 1954 
estimate should be from 4,000,000 to 5,-
000,000 kilowatts larger than had been 
estimated. According to the committee 
report, there would be more than suf
ficient power to serve the load in certain 
areas, while in others there would be 
deficits. Consequently, it was recom
mended by the committee that these 
situations be corrected by installing gen
erating capacity now on order in loca
tions different from those for which it 
had bean originally intended. 

The electric power advisory committee 
then proceeds to analyze the energy 
requirements sectionallywise. The com
mittee mentioned particularly the sec
tion between the Great Lakes and the 
Gulf into which large defense loads 
would have a tendency to gravitate. The 
prospect in this situation the committee 
reported, is one of tight power supply. 
I would like to emphasize that the Ten
nessee Valley Authority is in this area. 

This finding alone should ba convinc
ing to every Member that the proposed 
generating capacities for TV A will ne 
needed not only for domestic use but for 
the enormous defense-plant activities. 
These findings by the Morehouse com
mittee were very carefully prepared and 
the load estimates · were made by the 
utilities after careful examinations. 
They were made as a result of a series 
of 22 meetings held in various parts of 
the country during October and Novem
ber 1951. 

Unless presently indicated t rends to
ward sectional deficits are altered, some 
curtailment of the loads in various areas 
will be unavoidable during the coming 
3 years. Such curtailments must fall 
largely on essential industry. The rea
son for this is that it is physically 
possible to ration power for large 
industries simply because deliveries are 
made in large enough blocks to be po-

liced. Theoretically, it is possible to 
ration power to the small user-rural, 
residential, and so on-but these uses 
cannot be rationed effectively by any 
means which have thus far been devised. 

Close examination of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York 
clearly shows that its adoption would 
reduce the power potential requirements 

• in the TVA areas, and more particularly 
affect the atomic-energy plants now un
der construction in the State of Ken
tucky. 

I sincerely hope that the Committee 
will reject the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COUDERT]. 

<Mr. PHILLIPS asked and was given 
permission to yield the time allotted him 
to Mr. KENNEDY.) 

The CHAIRMAN. . The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. KENNEDY]. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr~ Chairman, I 
think that the House is familiar with 
what is happening up in New England. 
We are in danger of losing two basic 
industries, textiles and shoes, to the 
South. There are three reasons for this: 
First, lower wages; second, lack of union
ization; and, third, cheap power. For 
instance, in Boston the industrial rate 
of 1,000 kilowatts of demand and 400,000 
kilowatt usage per month is $5,785. For 
the same amount of power in Chatta
nooga, Tenn., it is $2,390. Now, we do 
not blame the South for trying to build 
their industrial position. I think we, in 
New England, have been backward not to 
develop water power in our own area. 
But, if th~ South attempts to extract our 
industries, they cannot expect us to con
tribute to our own demise as we are do
ing. For example, if the rate of unem
ployment was carried throughout the 
country as is now taking place in Law
rence, Mass., there would be more un
employment than there was during the 
height of the depression. . 

When the Government attempted to 
assist us by permitting certain defense 
contracts to be given to distress areas, 
even if they may not be the lowest bid
der, the gentleman from Tennessee who 
seeks this money for TV A had this to 
say on page 675 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD: 

Should this be consummated, as is now al
most the case, then instead of following the 
practice long established in the United 
States of procuring through the lowest re- · 
sponsible bidder, we will be back on the 
<;ostly, extravagant, wasteful trail of nego
tiated cost-plus contracts. That would be a 
deplorable day-condoning unnecessary 
spending and rewarding inefficiency. 

Now, when the gentleman has at
tempted to prevent assistance for unem
ployment in New England; he cannot in 
return expect us to contribute our taxes 
to increase unemployment in our State. 

The gentleman from Tennessee talked 
about what the power demands would 
be for national defense. According to 
the representative of the TVA in Wash
ington by 1955 there are expected to be 
'7,100,000 kilowatts. Of the 7,100,000 
kilowatts, a total of 1,740,000 kilowatts, 
including 1,200,000 kilowatts for the 
Atomic Energy Commission, are expected 
to be channeled to Federal agencies, for 
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industrial loads 1,485,000, and for munic
ipalities and cooperatives 3,875,000 which 
means that less than one-third of this 
project ~s going to be for Federal agen
cies, including the Atomic Energy Com
mission. Most of it is going to be for 
cooperatives or the industrial load in this 
area, more than two-thirds. Therefore, 
it would seem to me that some cut could 
be made in this appropriation. The fact 
is that the gentleman from Tennessee · 
[Mr. GoRE] is of such high repute in this 
House that year after year he has been 
able to push through large appropria
tions for TV A, and I do not blame him, 
but, after all, we in Massachusetts are in 
a very difficult predicament. Five or six 
of our cities have enormously high un
employment levels. If this flight of in
dustry continues, and the American 
Woolen Co. is talking about going into 
the South, what is going to happen to 
cur people? It is our fault in great 
measure for not doing what the South 
has done. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Why do you 
not do something about it? You have a 
great river up there. 

Mr. KENNEDY. There is now a sur
vey being carried out, but unfortunate
ly it will not be until 1956 before the 
survey will be completed and its recom
mendation carried into effect. How
ever, in the meantime we cannot be ex
pected to contribute our taxes to the 
support of this attempt to ruin us in
dustrially. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. The gentleman is 
in favor of the development of the power 
of the Niagara and the St. Lawrence? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Certainly, I am in 
favor of the development of power in our 
area of the country. I am in favor of 
the development of power in the South. 
On the other hand, I do not expect that 
we should contribute tax money in large 
quantities to the South which will re
sult in· the loss of our industry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. SUTTON]. 

Mr. SUTTON. Mr. Chairman, the 
same old platinum-plated bull is being 
given us today. Yes, the same old bull, 
the same old suggestion from the same 
gentleman from New York. He says he 
regrets that his constituents cannot use 
this cheap power. The door is always 
open in Tennessee. We welcome you and 
your plants. 

Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTTON. Not at this point. 
Mr. COUDERT. That is what we ob

ject to in New York and Massachusetts. 
Mr. SUTTON. Now, may I say to my 

good friend from Massachusetts that we 
in Tennessee wholeheartedly support his 
developments in Massachusetts. I do not 
blame the manufacturer in Massachu
setts for coming down South. It is the 
fault of the people in Massachusetts that 
have not demanded cheaper power. It is 
the private monopolies that have caused 
you to have excess rates. We in Tennes
see will join you in reducing your rates. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, a point of order. 

· The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. · 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. The 
Members are addressing the gentleman 
who is speaking not once or twice but · 
continuously without recognizing the 
Chair, and I think the Chair should be 
recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cer
tainly agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, 
Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTTON. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I wholeheartedly 
subscribe to what my friend from Ten
nessee is saying. The reason we have 
not developed the public power that is 
available in the Northeast is that the 
private utilities have blocked it at every 
turn of the road, and they are the most 
powerful lobby in this Congress. 

Mr. SUTTON. I agree with my friend 
100 percent. We in Tennessee will join 
with our friends from New York and 
Massachusetts, in developing their pow
er projects. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTI'ON. I yield to the gentle
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I certainly agree 
with what the gentleman from New York 
said. It is our own fault we have not 
done it. Now we are faced with a diffi.
cult situation in unemployment. 

Mr. SUTTON. We in Tennessee hope 
you will help us, because it is your fault 
you have not done something about your 
excessive rates. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTTON. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. The South ought not 
to be charged with the moving of the 
industries that are heing run out of Mas
sachusetts and other States in that part 
of the country by the FEPC. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- · 
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
HOFFMAN]. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, being just a simple by
stander, innocent, it might be added, I 
do not want to get into the debate be
tween the South and the people of 
Massachusetts. But I do think the peo
ple of Massachusetts should not be criti
cized so severely hecause they have not 
been looking around all the time for a 
hand-out-hanging around the Federal 
Government fer a hand-cut. If they 
have mistakenly thought they could go 
along in the good old way of their fore
fathers, working, thrifty, and develop
ing, making improvements, increasing 
production, bringing up the output of 
their factories, I can understand their 
position. Just because the South wants 
to pay common labor so much less and 
have them, as the gentleman from Flor
ida told us yesterday, live in those shacks 
and freeze, as he said, down in Miami
and that is the first time I ever heard 
about that-I do not think it is right-
is no reason why southern Represent
atives should criticize our Massachusetts 
citizens when they lose factories but 
still insist on paying a living wage and 
supporting themselves. 

I do not think it is fair to criticize 
the gentleman from Massachusetts or 
his people. Moreover, there is this to 
be thought about. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. COOPER], and we all have 
respect for his ability as · a parliamen
tarian, asked our colleague, the gentle
man from New York [Mr. CoUDERTJ, 
how many hearings of the subcommittee 
he had attended · and suggested that he 
was not present at many of the meet
ings, and more especially when the bill 
was marked up. Since the gentleman 
made that suggestion, I learned, might 
I say, possibly through Drew Pearson, 
that when this bill was being marked 
up, the chairman of the subcommittee, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. THOM
AS], came in and told them what to do. 
what to put in this item. And if you 
want to know and insist on my telling 
you, I can give you my version of the 
reason why the bill came to us as it did 
and in whose interest it was written. 
Maybe it has something to do with the 
coming election in Tennessee. I just do 
not like that slinging of dirt from over 
here. May I say that the gentleman 
from New York did not know I was going 
to say what has just been said. My 
statement is my own and I make it be
cause I resent the insinuation that our 
colleague the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CoUDERTJ was not on the job and 
does not know what he is talking about. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog .. 
nizes the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. FRAZIER]. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. Chairman, the 
TVA has become the most impor~ 
tant agency in the Tennessee Valley. 
Whether you know it or not, it is the 
only agency that furnishes power in the 
Tennessee Valley. We do not have any 
other electric power company in exist
ence in east Tennessee or in the Tennes- · 

. see Valley. We are dependent solely 
upon this agency. It furnishes all of our 
electric power. 

Mr. GWINN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 
Mr. GWINN. The fact that the pri

vate power companies do not exist in 
your area is because they are forced by 
the Federal Gnvernment not to come 
into the area; is that not true? 

Mr. FRAZIER. No; the private power 
companies sold out to the Government 
a great many years ago for tremendous 
prices. 

Mr. GWINN. And now the TVA is an 
absolute monopoly and refuses to let any 
other private industry compete with 
them; is that not true? 

Mr. FRAZIER. No; it is not. 
Mr. SUTI'ON. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 
Mr. SUTTON. And is it not a matter 

of fact that the gentleman from New 
York was here in the Congress when the 
Congress itself made us have this com
plete monopoly by selling out private 
power to public power? 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. ,Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

The gentleman from Tennessee must 
remember that this side of the House 
was not in control when that legislation 
passed. 
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Mr. FRAZIER. That may possibly be 

true, but I just want to call your atten
tention tQ the fact that there are a great 
many manufacturing plants that exist in 
east Tennessee and throughout the Ten
nessee Valley which get their power from 
this source. In the war effort, the TV A 
furnishes power not only for the atomic
energy plant at Oak Ridge, but for the 
great aluminum plant at Alcoa, the 
Kingsport munitions plant at Kingsport, 
the Arnold Engineering Base at Tulla
homa, and it is now being called upon 
to supply power for the new atomic- . 
energy plant at Paducah, and to supply 
the power for the guided-missile plant at 
Bristol. 

At Chattanooga the Wheland Co. is 
now P-ngaged in the manufacture of 
guns. All these plants require tremen
dous amounts of electric power. 

I urge you to vote against this amend
ment which will not only retard the 
growth of that area, but will materially 
interfere with the war effort. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
EVINS]. 

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Chairman, I regret 
very much the prejudice which has been 
indicated in the debate _on the :floor of 
the House on this bill. Every year, year 
after year, since I have been here, the 
gentleman from New York has always 
gotten out his ax against TV A. He 
seems to have a deep seated and great 
prejudice, and a sectional prejudice 
against the TV A. He is a very articulate 
man. He is a very handsome man. He 
is a very smooth man, but he is certainly 
imbued with a deep prejudice, a very 
deep prejudice which I regret to see- · 
and which I deplore. I regret also the 
partisanship that has been shown here. 
If the gentleman would visit the Ten
nessee Valley, and see the great progress 
that has been made there, and the great 
prosperity that has been brought to the 
farms and to the agricultural section of 
the country some of his prejudices 
against a great Government agency 
might be removed or minimized. He 
should be proud that a great section of 
America is making great progress. 

He speaks of the advancement in 
power production. Does he resent the 
fact th<tt America is producing electric 
power that is so greatly needed today? 
Does he regret it? It seems to me that 
the gentleman from New York and all 
the Members of this body should be very 
proud that America is building power, 
which is so greatly needed today in our 
nation1l defense program and for other 
purposes. The Tennessee Valley Au
thority is making a great contribution to 
our national defense, and to the pros
perity and well-being of all ourpeople. 
I also point out that the Tennessee Val
ley Authority belongs to all the people, 
and it pays into the Treasury of the 
United States approximately $30,000,000 
annually. 

Mr. Chairman, will the time never 
come when the private power lobbyists, 
the paid snipers and underminers of 
TV A, will cease their despicable work of 
attempting to cripple the TV A and do 
injury to our country? I urge that the 
pending amendment be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi 
.[Mr. RANKIN]. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that my time may 
be reserved until after the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. KEATING] offers his 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's 
time will be reserved. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York 
.[Mr. COUDERT]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. CounERT), there 
were-ayes 96, noes 87. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
. tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair 
appointed as tellers Mr. CouDERT and Mr. 
GORE. 
· The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
122, noes 98. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk re~d as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KEATING: On 

page 35, line 24, strike out the period, insert 
a comma, and add the following: "and not 
to exceed $99,131,125 of the funds available 

· to the Tennessee Valley Authority shall be 
used for personal services." 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the amendment 
but will reserve it to permit the gentle
man from New York to make his state
ment. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, the in
tent of the amendment is to bring this 
appropriation in line with the policy 
adopted by the Committee with regard to 
all other agencies. It would, in fact, 
save about $4,000,000. 

The purpose of the amendment is to 
require this agency to absorb pay raises 
as has been required of all other agencies 
and as has been done in all other cases. 
One reason, perhaps, why the subcom
mittee did not take the same action here 
as with regard to the other agencies 
is because in the case of TVA, corporate 
income is available for obligation, as well 
as the amounts appropriated in this bill. 
The savings effected by this amendment 
mean that much more will be paid back 
into the Federal Treasury. Thus from 
appropriations and income, there will be 
a total of about $365,000,000 which may 
be spent by TV A in fiscal 1953. It is in
dicated that TVA intends to spend about 
$347,000,000, turning back $18,000,000. 
If this amendment is adopted, they will 
turn back $22,000,000. 

I see no reason why the same formula 
should not be adopted here with regard 
to personnel as was adopted in the case 
of the other agencies, namely, to re
quire that they absorb the pay raise by 
a reduction of personnel. On the con
trary, in this ·case they propose a thou
sand more employees in this agency for 
next year than they have this year. 
That is contrary to the trend which we 
have been seeking to establish here day 
after day and it seems to me it is a trend 
that is not a healthy one. . 

It illustrates, of course, why it is dan
gerous and unsound for any agency of 

Government to be permitted to spend 
from its receipts. The receipts should 
go into the Federal Treasury and all 
expenses paid from appropriated funds. 
I do not know how else Congress can 
possibly maintain control over the Fed
eral purse strings, as the hard-pressed 
taxpayers are expecting us to do. 

When the TV A Act was originally ap
proved, I wonder how many at that time 
realized that in the year 1953 we would 
have a colossus of 22,000 employees in 
this little empire? Think of it. More 
than an army division. The purpose of 
this amendment is to reverse that trend. 
I hope it will be supported by all those 
who are as worried as I over the finan
cial picture in the Federal Government. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
new my point of order. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the 
committee is in sympathy with what our 
distinguished friend from New York has 
said and what he is trying to accomplish. 
He has given the facts quite succinctly 
and quite accurately. Of course, you 
have two types of funds-corporate funds 
and appropriated funds-but in truth 
and in fact and in the final analysis all 
the funds are taxpayers' funds because 
the corporate funds stem from those. 

The committee has served notice in no 
uncertain terms upon TV A that in the 
future the.y must justify every 5 cents 
of their expenditures in a very detailed 
breakdown, not only of appropriated 
funds but also of corporate funds and the 
expenditures in personnel and in supplies 
and materials under these categories. 

I renew the point of order that the 
amendment covers funds not included 
in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be 
glad to hear the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. KEATING] on the point of 
order. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, the 
language of the amendment follows ex
actly the wording· of. the limitation at 
the bottom of page 35 in regard to travel. 
It says that not to exceed one million-odd 
dollars of funds available to the TVA 
shall be used for expenses of travel. In 
this same item are personal services. 
The additional limitation is here offered 
that not to exceed ninty-nine million
odd of the funds available shall be used 
for personal services. It seems to me 
that it is exactly in line, that it is clearly 
a limitation, and that the point of order 
is not well taken. 

The c ·HAIRMAN. Permit the Chair 
to ask the gentleman from New York if 
his amendment does not apply to funds 
for the TVA other than those contained 
in the bill before the committee? 

Mr. KEATING. No, Mr. Chairr~1an. 
It applies only to the item of $185,000,000 
as now reduced by the Coudert amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready 
to rule. 

The Chair has before him the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from New 
York on page 35, line 24, to which t:tie 
gentleman from Texas· [Mr. THOMAS] 
makes a point of order. The amendment 
says not to exceed so many dollars of 
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funds available to the Tennessee Valley 
Authority shall be used.for personal serv
ices. As the Chair reads the amend
ment it is not limited to funds contained 
in the bill now before the Committee. 
The fact that the amendment may be 
patterned after language in the bill 
would still not make the amendment in 
order if it goes to funds beyond those 
contained in the bill before the Commit
tee, thus adding legislation. 

The Chair is not called upon to rule on 
the question of legislative provisions al
lowed to remain in the bill, in view of the 
rule adopted waiving points of order. 

· The Chair is of the opinion that this 
amendment applies a new restriction on 
funds not contained in the bill thus add
ing legislation and therefore sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. . · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KEATING: Page 

35, li1ie 24, strike out the period and insert 
a comma and add the following: "and not to 
exceed $99,131,125 of funds available under 
this section shall be used for personal se1w-
1ces." 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I made the point of 
order that it is legislation on an appro
priation bill. It says "funds -available." 
There are two types of funds available 
to the TV A-appropriated funds and its 
own revenues. 

The CHAffiMAN. Permit the Chair 
to request, if there is no objection, that 
the amendment be again reported. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 
The CHAffiMAN. Does the gentle

man insist on his point of orqer? 
Mr. THOMAS. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAffiMAN. Does the gentle

man from New York desire to be heard 
on the point of order? 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, it 
seems to me it meets expressely the rul
ing which the Chair has just made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready 
to rule. 

The Chair is of the opinion that the 
amendment refers only to funds con
tained within this section of this bill and 
is merely a negative limitation, which is 
in order. Therefore, the Chair overrules 
the point of order. 

Permit the Chair to say that under the 
limitation of time adopted some bit ago 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. YATES] 
had not consumed his time. 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to yield my time to 
my chairman, the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. THOMAS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the gentleman may yield his time to the 
gentleman from Texas, if he desires the 
time. -

There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I say 

in all courtesy and fairness to my good 
personal friend from New York that the 
committee has not the slightest idea of 
what his amendment does. We have not 
had the -opportunity to see it, and I do 
not condemn him for that. Perhaps he 

has not had an opportunity to present it 
to us. However, I gather that he is 
seeking to cut down some salary costs. 
Is that it? 

Mr. KEATING. No, Mr. Chairman. I 
may say to the gentleman from Texas 
that the amendment reduces the figure 
which is in the bill for personal services 
by $4,000,000. It is just limited to per
sonal services. It does in ·dollars what 
your committee did with regard to all 
other agencies of Government, requiring 
that additional pay be absorbed by elimi
nation of personnel. 

Mr. THOMAS. How does the gentle
man expect to reduce the personnel cost 
by $4,000,000 by his language? That is 
what I do not quite understand. 

Mr. KEATING. The amount in the 
bill as it stands if this amendment were 
not adopted is $4,000,000 more than $99,-
000,000 for personal services. 

Mr. THOMAS. There is not a dime 
set out in here for personal services. 

Mr. KEATING. That is true, but it 
appears from the record very clearly, and 
I am sure the gentleman would agree 
with me, that of the $185,000,000, $103,-
000,000 is for personal services. This re-. 
duces that item to $99,000,000. · 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. GORE. I am sure the gentleman 
means to do what he says he intends to 
do, but I cannot see how the ·amendment 
he has offered can possibly do what he 
says it will do. Indeed, it may have a 
contrary effect. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, when 
this Coudert amendment comes up on a 
roll call, when we get back into the 
House, it should be voted down by all 
means. It is one of the most dangerous 
blows at our national defense program 
that could be made at this time, since 
i.t would tend to paralyze our atomic
bomb plant at Paducah, Ky. 

If we should be plunged into another 
European war, it would be an atomic war 
that would probably destroy every city 
along the Atlantic seaboard. Our hope 
for survival, and for the survival of our 
civilization, would depend upon the 
strength of our Air Force and our supply 
of atomic bombs. 

This Coudert amendment is supported 
by the same element that has fought the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, and has 
fought the development of the Columbia 
River, for the last 20 years. 
· If they had succeeded in their at
tempts to prevent the development of 
the Tennessee and the Columbia Rivers, 
we could not have produced the atomic 
bomb, and many other facilities, that 
enabled us to win World War II. Now, 
when we are faced with a dangerous in
ternational situation, as well as enemy 
infiltration at home, they bring up this 
amendment to prevent the construction 
of this steam plant at Paducah, Ky., 
where our new atomic-bomb plant is sit
uated, knowing that this plant is to be 
constructed, not for the power con
sumers throughout the TV A area, but for 
this atomic-bomb plant at Paducah that 
is producing the materials necessary to 
·defend this country, and to save the lives 

of our American boys, if we should be 
plunged into another world conflict. 

It has certainly been surprising to me 
to hear these attacks made on the Ten
nessee Valley Authority by certain Mem
bers from the Northeastern States on the 
ground that their industries are leaving 
them and moving into the South. 

The TVA is not responsible for that 
situation. Those industries are moving 
into Texas, Louisiana, and other South
ern and Western States that are outside 
of the TV A area. 

One thing that is driving those indus
tries out of some of the Northeastern 
States is the communistic FEPC that has 
been fastened on to some of those States, 
including New York and Massachusetts. 

No one would go to a State that has 
this FEPC written into its laws to estab
lish a new industry, and many of the 
industries that have been operating there 
for years and years are now seeking 
locations beyond what might be called 
the FEPC iron curtain. 

Another thing that is causing them to 
move is the fact that in those States 
where most of this criticism is coming 
from they have no coal, no gas, no oil, 
very little wood, if any, and no raw mate
rials, and they will not develop and dis
tribute what water power they have at 
rates the people can afford to pay. 

Let me remind you that those indus
tries are -also moving to the West and 
the Middle West, as well as to the South. 

For almost 100 years the South and 
West have borne the burden of economic 
discriminations never before imposed by 
any other country on the people of any 
section of their own domain. A great 
economist at Harvard University said a 
few years ago that no country that ever 
lost a war had paid the indemnities the 
South had paid in indirect taxes, high 
protective tariffs, discriminatory freight 
rates, and other discriminations. The 
same situation applied to practically 
every State west of the Mississippi River. 
This great economist might have revised 
his remarks and said that no country 
that ever won a war, or helped to win a 
-war, had ever paid the indemnities the 
people of the Western States have paid 
in the discriminations borne by their 
people since the War Between the States. 

That day is now over. If there is any 
prosperity in this world for the next 
century, the South and West are going 
to enjoy their portion of it. They have 
everything to make it. They have coal, 
gas, oil, wood, water power, raw mate
rials, soil, climate, rainfall, and a peo
ple who are willing to work, and who 
are interested in building up their own 
country and promoting their own pros
perity. 

You would think to hear some of these 
attacks that the TV A, and the Columbia 
River development, and all the other 
water power developments in the ·south 
and West, were being paid for out of the 
pockets of the taxpayers of the other 
sections of the country. That is not 
true. The TV A and the Columbia River 
development, and all of those other 
water power developments, will pay for 
themselves in the years to come. And, 
I might add, that they have added more 
to the wealth of the Nation, as well as 
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more to its national defense, than any. 
thing else that has occurred during our 
generation. 

It is absolutely silly to refer to these 
developments as being socialistic. The 
power business is a public business. It 
has become a necessity of our modern 
life. Nobody can live and enjoy the 
benefits of our modern civilization with
out th"' use of electric energy. It must 
be handled by a monopoly. It would be 
ridicu~ous to have a half dozen, or a 
dozen, concerns supplying electricity to 
the people of any one city, town, or com
munity. The overhead costs would be 
so great they could not bear them. 

Besides, the water power of this Nation 
already belongs to the Federal Govern
ment. That was decided by the Su
preme Court of the United States many 
years ago in both the Ashwander case 
and the Appalachian Power case. 

Then, how can any man contend that 
it is socialism to have the Government 
improve the navigation, controls the 
:floods, generate the electricity in these 
navigable streams, and supply the trans
mission lines to carry it to the various 
cities, towns, and rural areas where it 
is used and paid for? 

As I have said before, the TVA has 
wrought the greatest development of an
cient or modern times. It has greatly 
aided the people in every section of this 
country by showing them what elec
tricity is worth and how it can be used 
to stimulate business of every kind, 
brighten the homes, lift the burdens of 

·drudgery and make our country a bright
er and a better place in which to live. 

In addition to that, it enabled us to 
produce the weapons of war that helped 
us to win the victory in World War II, 
and probably saved the lives of a mil
lion American boys. 

If the House should adopt this vicious 
amendment, I hope the Senate knocks 
it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi has expired: 

The question is on the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. KEATING]. 

The amendment was agreed. to. 
The Clerk read as fallows: 

VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION 

Administration, medical, hospital, and 
domiciliary services: For necessary expenses 
of the Veterans' Administration, including 
maintenance and operation of medical, hos
pital, and domiciliary services, in carrying 
out the functions pursuant to all laws for 
which the Administration is charged with 
administering, including purchase of 38 
passenger motor vehicles for replacement 
only; services as authorized by secti9n 15 of 
the act of August 2, 1946 (5 u. S. C. 55a); 
maintenance and operation of farms; recrea
tional ar'wicles and facilities at institutions 
maintained by the Veterans' Administration; 
expenses incidental to securing employment 
for war veterans; funeral, burial, and other 
expenses incidental thereto for beneficiaries 
of the Veterans' Administration except burial 
awards authorized by Veterans' Administra
tion Regulation No. 9 (a), as amended; aid 
to State or Territorial homes in conformity 
with the act approved August 27, 1888, as 
amended (24 U. S. C. 134), for the support 
of veterans eligible for admission to Vet
erans' Administration facilities for hospital 
or domiciliary care; not to exceed $6,000 for 
newspapers and periodicals; not to exceed 
$3,138,400 for expenses of travel of employees; 
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not to exceed $45,300 for the preparation, 
shipment, installation, and display of ex
hibits, photographic displays, moving pic
tures, and other visual educational informa
tion and descriptive material, including the 
purchase or rental of equipment; $803,586,-
430, together with not to exceed $12,500,000 
of the unobligated balance of funds appro
priated for this purpose in the "Independent 
Offices Appropriation Act, 1952," from which 
allotments and transfers may be made to the 
Federal Security Agency (Public Health 
Service), the Army, Navy, and Interior De
partments, for disbursements by them un
der the various headings of their applicable 
appropriations, of such amounts as are neces- · 
sary for the care and treatment of bene
ficiaries of the Veterans' Administration: 
Provided, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be used to pay in excess of 70 persons 
engaged in public relations work: Provided 
further, That no part of this appropriatio;n 
shall be expended for the purchase of any site 
for or toward the construction of any new 
hospital or home, or for the purchase of any 
hospital or home; and this appropriation 
may be used to repair, alter, improve, or pro
vide facilities in the several hospitals and 
homes under the jurisdiction of the Vet
erans' Administration, not otherwise pro
vided for, either by contract or by the hire 
of temporary employees and the purchase of 
materials. 

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. McGRATH: On 

page 37, lines 8 and 9, strike out "$803,586,-
430" and insert "$809,382,260." 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimaus consent that all sections and 
paragraphs under the heading "Veter
ans' Administration" be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD at this 
point. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, re
serving the right to object, how liberal, 
may I ask the chairman of the subcom
mittee, is he going to be with the time 
later on? Is he going to cut us down 
to 2 minutes? 

Mr. THOMAS. I will say to my good 
friend, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. VAN ZANDT] that we are going to 
try to finish the bill in a reasonable 
length of time and give everybody who 
wants to be heard an opportunity to 
be heard. Everybody is familiar with 
what is involved here. You know and 
we all know · that we can talk here for 
a week, if we wanted to, on this subject. 
So let us get down to business and finish 
this in a reasonable length of time. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
reserving the right to object: Might I 
suggest to my friend that he could accept 
this amendment and that would obviate 
the necessity of taking up a great deal 
of time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, reserving the right to object, I 
have not used any time at all on this 
bill, and I have an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York and I would like to have 
5 minutes at least. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, reserv
ing the right to object, I just want to 
say to the gentleman from Texas that, 
as chairman of the Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs, we want some time on 
all these amendments, and so will the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. VAN 
ZANDT], as well as other members of the 

committee. I do not think you ought 
to just take a sweeping stroke and cut 
out debate on the entire section because 
there are going to be some very impor
tant amendments. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the 
committee has convinced us that we 
should proceed for a while at least. So, 
Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from New York r.Mr. 
McGRATH]. 

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment simply restores the contact 
officers in the Veterans' Administrat!on. 
Unlike the previous discussion that has 
been had today, there is nothing sec
tional about it. It is for the American 
veteran. I am very hopeful that the sugc 
gestion of the majority leader will be 
accepted by my friend, the chairman of 
the subcommittee. The Committee on 
Appropriations struck out $5, 795,000 
which eliminated 80 percent of the con
tact office workers in the Veterans' Ad
ministration. These contact men are 
the very people to whom the returning 
veterans go with their many, many prob
lems, whether they be questions of rights 
of education under the GI bill of rights, 
or whether they be quest·ons of rehabil
itation or of hospitalization. These men 
do a remarkable job. In the main, they 
are the first contact with the returning 
veteran. We have passed a great deal 
of beneficial legislation for the veterans. 
These men return home. Many of them 
come to a new section where they did 
not live before. They do not know where 
to turn except to the contact officers of 
the VA. They must go to someone who 
will advise them as to their rights. 

In the general debate it was suggested 
by the distinguished chairman of the 
subcommittee that they could go to the 
veterans' organizations. It is true the 
veterans' organizations are doing a good 
service, as far as they are able, but we 
must remember there are 19,000,000 vet
erans in the United States today. We 
have passed legislation that inures to . 
the benefit of the families of veterans 
and that number is 80,000,000 individ
uals. In addition to that, I call your at
tention to the fact that there have been 
670,000 veterans who have been added 
since the Korean situation. While it 
is true the men in the various posts of . 
the American Legion and the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars have attempted to do 
what they can, they cannot meet this 
great burden which would be placed 
upon them. 

Again, these men who are contact of
ficers have been trained. Those of us 
who try cases in court know that the 
presentation of a case is a very impor
tant thing, and if you deny a veteran the 
right, because he has not been in a posi
tion to logically and in succinct fashion 
present his case, you deny to that vet
eran the very thing that you voted for 
in this House. 

Mr. BOGGS of Dela ware. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McGRATH. I yield. 
Mr. BOGGS of Delaware. Does your 

amendment restore the full amount for 
contact officers, or does it just come up 
to the budget recomn:endation? 
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Mr. McGRATH. It is just up to the 
budget recommendation, which was 
$7,231,329. At no time have I attempted 
to go over the budget estimate. 

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware. The budget 
estimate recommends approximately a 
two-thirds cut in the veterans' con~act 
officers; is that not right? 

Mr. McGRATH. That is right. 
Mr. BOGGS of Delaware. As I under

stand, t hat two-thirds cut would prac
tically eliminate this contact service to 
veterans out in rural areas. There would 
only be service available in the larger 
metropolitan areas; is that true? 

Mr. McGRATH. The advantage of 
this amendment is this: that it gives 
to the men in the rural sections an op
portunity to continue these contact offi
cers. In the big cities, we would not be 
hurt as much as in the rural areas. 
While I come from New York, I can say 
that the Legislature of New York has 
passed legislation which gives us con
tact officers, but my amendment will be 
for the benefit of those in the rural 
sections. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McGRATH. I yield to the gentle
m:;,n from New York. 

Mr. JAVITS. In the State of New 
York alone, with 262 contact employ
ees, there were over 200 ,000 single oper
ations handl~d in the last fiscal year. 

Mr. McGRATH. That is correct. In 
addition to that, there have been a great 
many handled by the veterans' organ
izations. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McGRATH. I yield to the gen
tleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. ALBERT. Will the gentleman's 
amendment keep in contact those con
tact officers in the remote, rural areas, 
a long way from the regional offices? 

Mr. McGRATH. It will. 
Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McGRATH. I yield to the gentle

man from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. VAN ZANDT. Is it not true that 

if we accept your amendment, we still 
lose 200 contact offices? 

Mr. McGRATH. That is true. The 
r eason for that is we have kept within 
the budget estimate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. DENNY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DENNY. Mr. Chairman, I have 

voted consistently for reductions in the 
cost of Government. Many business
men, friends of mine and members of 
veterans' organizations have protested 
to me against exorbitant cuts involving 
veterans. I want to hear all that I can 
regarding the reason for these cuts. I 
will not vote for reductions that will 
cripple the work with veterans, particu
larly the work with disabled veterans. 
Therefore, I want a complete explana
t ion of all these proposed cuts. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent. that 
Mr. MARTIN of Iowa be permitted to 
extend his remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Mr. Chair

man, the House Appropriations Commit
tee, in my opinion, has committed a most 
grievous mistake in recommending the 
elimina tion of the Veterans' Administra
tion Contact Service. 

This is the service that operates at 
the grassrcots level of our Nation to pro
vide information and help to veterans 
and their dependents who need Veter
ans• Administration benefits, as enacted 
by the Congress. 

The Veterans' Administration now has 
343 contact offices throughout the coun
try-most of them many miles distant 
from the big VA regional offices where 
applications for benefits are adjudicated. 
In addition VA maintains contact serv
ices in the big regional offices for the 
thousands of veterans who stream into 
those offices every day for help. 

In the month of January, 1952, alone, 
this contact set-up handled approxi
mately 500,000 visitors-veterans and 
their dependents who needed help. 

On February 29, 1952, VA had 2,212 
persons in the Contact Service. The VA 
budget, as submitted to the Congress, 
cut this number to 1,526 employees. This 
alone would have required the closing of 
200 of the 343 contact offices. It further 
would have required VA to abandon the 
formula agreed upon by the Bureau of 
the Budget and VA for the closing of 
contact offices. This formula was made 
known to Members of Congress on 
March 20, 1951. It provides that if the 
number of visits to any contact office 
east of the :r.~ississippi River falls below 
450 a month for 4 consecutive months 
the office would be closed. For contact 
offices west of the Mississippi River, the 
number was set at 3-50 visits per month, 
except in metropolitan areas where the 
450 figure would prevail. 

Now the House Appropriations Com
mittee comes along with a recommenda
tion for only 305 contact personnel. 
That recommendation, if adopted, would 
force VA to close all of its 343 contact 
offices and to reduce by 75 percent its 
contact staff in its 70 big regional offices. 

Yet our veteran population continues 
to grow larger. In addition to the 18,-
500,000 veterans of World War II and 
prior wars, we now have 655,000 veterans 
with military service since the Korean 
conflict started. By the t ime the men 
and women now in service are discharged 
as veterans, the since-Korea veteran 
population will equal if not exceed the 
number of persons who served in the 
Armed Forces during World War I. 

The present Congress already has 
enacted Public Law 28 that gives since
Korea veterans virtually all World War 
II benefits except those in the GI bill. 
T he present Congress also has enacted 
Public Law 23 that sets up an entirely 
different type of postservice Government 
life insurance system for our since
Korea veterans. The present Congress 

further is considering at this moment 
the extension of GI bill benefits to our 
since-Korea veterans. 

In other words, we are increasing the 
number of benefits that VA administers; 
but, in the House Appropriations Com
mittee recommendation, we are asked to 
consider cutting off the good right arm 
of VA in administering these ·additional 
benefits efficiently and expeditiously. 

All of your major veterans organiza
tions already have or are now protest
ing this recommended cut. They do not 
have the personnel or the money to re
place this invaluable VA service. 

Further, the Secretary of Defense has 
notified VA within the last 10 days that 
the counseling structure of the Defense 
Department "is built around the availa
bility of contact service provided by the 
VA through its network of field offices" 
and "any marked curtailment in this 
contact service would have a direct effect 
upon the Armed Forces separation coun
seling program." 

In view of all this I think the commit
tee's recommendation is penny-wise and 
pound-foolish. My earnest advice is that 
you provide the Veterans' Administration 
with approximately the $8,500,0JO it 
needs to maintain the present contact 
service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. VAN ZANDT]. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of the gentleman's 
amendment, and I ask unanimous con
sent to revise and extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Fennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VAN ZANDT. I yield to the gen

tlewoman from Massachusetts. 
Mrs. R8 GERS of Massachusetts. Is 

it net absolutely true that the State con
t act officers do not have r ights in the 
Veterans' Administration that the Fed
eral con tact officers have? 

Mr . VAN ZANDT. That is correct. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 

They go in under sufferance, and they 
can shut them out many t imes, and they 
h ave been shut out many times. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. That is correct. 
Mr. Chairman, I have supported every 

single amendment designed to save dol
lars for the taxpayers that has been 
offered during the reading of th's bill, 
but to me the action of the subcommittee 
in cu"ting t:'le item wh·ch concerns con
tact officers is fa se economy. Therefore 
in the few minutes at my disposal I shall 
try to paint a w rd picture of what the 
situat·on is, in hope that the majority 
will agree Lat we need the contact of
ficers we have today, and for t hat rea 
son will suppo~t t _e McGrath amend
ment. 

Let me begin by pointing out that we 
have in this country today approximately 
19,000,000 veterans of all wars, cam
paigns, and expeditions. In addition 
we are making 20 ,000 new veterans a 
month as a result of the Korean war. 
As the gentleman from N2w York has 
mentioned, since the beginning of t 
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Korean war we have added to the vet
eran ranks of this country 617,000 new 
veterans. To speak of veterans alone 
is not sufficient, because the Congress 
provides benefits to both the veteran and 
his dependent. Therefore, in this coun
try today we have 61,000,000 people who 
are entitled to benefits administered by 
the Veterans' Administration in accord
ance with eXisting laws. 

To do this job, the Veterans' Adminis
tration has 152 Veterans' Adm'nistration 
hospitals scattered throughout the 
United States and Terriforial po:::;sessions. 
In addition they have 70 regional offices 
and 343 other VA offices. The other 
VA offices may be a district office, a sub
office, located in some public-health 
hospital, a State institution, or an Army 
or Navy hosp'tal. These contact officers 
must be available to any of the 61,000,000 
people who are entit ed to benefits and 
who need information, necessary forms, 
as well as assistance in executing such 
forms. 

The contact program of the Veterans' 
Administration is engaged in assisting 
veterans, their dependents and benefi
ciaries, and representatives in the prepa
ration and presentation of claims as has 
been authorized with the beginning of 
World War Veterans' Act in the early 
twenties and has been reiterated in 
other veterans' legislation over the years, 
including the so-called GI bill. The con
tact service is the focal point in re
gional offices where visitors come for 
assistance and answers to questions rela
tive to laws passed by the Congress for 
the benefit of veterans and their depend
ents. This is advantageous not alone to 
the veteran, but to the taxpayer, as 
through this method claims are properly 
prepared, permitting prompt action by 
the Veterans' Administration to effect 
determination as to benefits and- subse
quent payment when indicated with the 
least practicable delay and without the 
expense of continued correspondence. 

The various ex-service organizations 
have individuals who are trained in a 
comparable manner to contact represent
atives, but they are limited in number 
and, in my opinion, the funds of these 
organizations wou_d not permit the em
ployment of a sufficient number of 
trained personnel to replace the services 
rendered by contact personnel. In any 
event, you cannot deny the right of vet
erans and their dependents to come to 
·the Veterans' Administration seeking aid. 
There is undoubtedly a mistaken idea 
that competent advice and assistance 
can be rendered to veterans and their 
dependen s in every community where 
there may be a post of any service organ
ization. I say this because the service 
officers of such posts are generally vet
erans w~'lo have full-time employment in 
private vocations and perform this ex
tracurricular work as a means of help
ing their fellow veterans, but could not 
possibly be coversant with all rules, reg
ulations, and laws that apply as iS the 
case with the employees of contact serv
ice or full-time, paid representatives of 
serv· ce organizat:ons who are rarely 
available except in locations where re
g'onal offices are situated and hence in 
metrcp~Etan areas. I have the greatest 
sympathy for these post service officers. 

They do the best they can, but I assure 
you that they cannot render service as 
one employed full time. In fact, it is well 
known that VA contact representatives, 
in order to keep on a current basis, are 
continually studying on their own t ime. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex
pired. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, I 
have not taken much time on th's bill 
and for that reason I ask unanimous con
sent that I may proceed for five addi
tional minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I yield. 
·Mr. McCORMACK. I think a strong 

powerful point is that the contact repre
sentative is the outpost of the Veterans' 
Administration in helping the veteran 
get his rights under the law. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Absolutely. I was 
in my home town last night where we 
have a Veterans' Administration hospi
tal. The veterans of Altoona and vicin
ity depend upon a contact officer, and 
unless the McGrath amendment is 
adopted they will lose his valuable serv
ices. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, wil1 the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I yield to the gen
tleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. ALBERT. Is not the contact offi
cer rather a diagnostician for the veter
an? In other words, if he were to go to 
a regional office and there was no contact 
officer, the veteran would not know 
where to go and that in turn would waste 
a good deal of the time of the Veterans' 
Administration? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Yes. If a veteran 
walks into a facility and there is no 
service officer there he goes to the con
tact officer. This contact officer is 
briefed in law, briefed in policy, he 
knows a little bit about medicine, he gets 
to know the veteran and aids him by 
gathering information and preparing his 
claim for presentation to a board who 
decides whether or not the veteran is 
entitled to benefits. The VA contact 
officer is a valuable man, he is a liaison 
between the veteran population of this 
country and the Veterans' Administra
tion. Frankly, when you abolish the 
contact officer position you are toying 
with the misery of millions of veterans 
who seek relief from the Veterans' Ad
ministration. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I yield to the gen
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. This case came to 
me and I think the gentleman can 
straighten it out for me. A veteran of 
World War II had an insurance policy 
which was about to expire. He placed 
the money in the hands of one of these 
contact men before the time of expira
tion occurred. The money was later 
sent to the Veterans' Administration. 
The Veterans' Administration denies this 
by saying it did not receive the money 
in time. Are these contact men per
mitted to accept such deposits? In 

other words, what happens in a case 
of that kind and who is responsible? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Of course the law 
is very specific when it comest~ dealing 
with this particu ar question of insur
ance and the interpretation undoubtedly 
made by the Veterans' Administration 
was that this veteran, even though he 
had the assistance of a contact officer 
did not meet the provisions of ex·sting 
law. I have h:?.d s'milar cases and I 
had to agree because it was the interpre
tation of the legal division of the Veter
ans' Administration. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, v.'11 the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I yield to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts. 

M1·. BATES of Massachusetts. Even 
if this amendment is adopted, still 6n 
percent of the present offices will be 
cosed? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Regardless of 
whether or not the amendment is 
adopted, we stand to 1 se 200 contact 
officers. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Which 
is 60 percent. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Yes. 
Mr. BATES of ~J.lassachusetts. Does 

not the gentleman think that is a rather 
substantial cut? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Yes. Instead of 
cutt~ne we should prov·de more con
tact officers because of the increasing 
veteran population in this country. Let 
us not forget these veterans did not de
clare war on anyb~dy. The Govern
ment of the United States declared war 
and many of them were drafted, many 
volunteered, and today as veterans they 
are entitled to the benefits granted to 
them by the Congress of the United 
States in the name of the American 
people and administered by the Veter
ans' Administration. 

The contact officers we are trying to 
restore are simply representatives of the 
United States Government, the Veter
ans' Administration ·and the American 
people who are there to assist the vet
eran population to this country to re
ceive the benefits that they are entitled 
to. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I yield to the gen
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to commend the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. VAN ZANDT] for the 
clear, forceful, and logical statement he 
has made today in support of the pend
ing amendment. It is characteristic of 
the part he has taken on all occasions 
where the interests of the veterans are 
concerned. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, I 

rise in support of the amendment to in
crease the amount provided in this bill 
for the maintenance of cnntact offices. 
I consider that the welfare cf the veter
an is at stake in this matter. I have 
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cont·nuously voted to reduce the expend
itures of Government but cannot with 
good consc · ence -do so in an instance of 
this kind. 

I am in full accord with all that has 
been said in support of the amendment . . 
There is r..o justificat·on for cutting this 
ne~essary se vice for veterans. In my 
opinion we should consider increasing 
these facilities instead of cutting them. 
As the name implies, these conta~t facili
t· es provide a means of enabling veter
ans to contact a representative of the 
Veterans' Administration tn ascertain 
the annwer he needs to his problems of 
one character or another and incident to 
h is rights as a veteran. Otherwise, it 
would be necessary for him to travel 
long d:stan~es to regional offices or 
carry on extensive and involved corres
pondence. Th's is difficult for the av
erage veteran and very unsatisfactory. 

"'"o provide contac... office3 for veter
ans where they may obtain desired in
formation as to their rights or attention 
for physical needs is one of the finest 
an1 mcst necessary services provided for 
veterans. At the present time there are 
1.526 of such offices provided for veter
ans. Unless the pending amendment is 
adopted, th·s number would be reduced 
to appr0ximately 300. Such a cut would 
resu_t in great distress to our veterans. 
I cannot ber eve the Congress will con
sent to any such drastic cut, eapecially 
in view of the fact that each month sev
eral thousand more veterans from the 
Korean war are being added to the 19,-
000,600 veterans already existing as a 
resu t of our previous wars. And, in 
addition to these veterans there are also 
the members of the families of deceased 
veterans who have rights and benefits 
under our veteran legislation who need 
the services of these contact offices. 

I have personal knowledge of the 
necessity as well as the advantages of 
these contact offices. There has been one 
located in Camden, N. J., for many years. 
A short time ago the Veterans' Adminis
tration sought to close it or greatly cur
tail its facilities. Veterans' organiza
tions from all over south Jersey opposed 
this action by the Veterans' Administra
tion. After a united and persistent effort 
we were able to keep it open, and, today, 
it is still rendering splendid and efficient 
service to the veterans of south Jersey. 
If this amendment is not adopted it will 
mean that this facility would be closed 
and veterans from south Jersey, as far 
south as Cape May, would have to travel 
to Trenton or Newark to get the atten
tion they need. This is unthinkable. 

Within the next few weeks we will be 
called upon by the Administration to ap
propriate billions of dollars for aid to 
foreign countries. If we have money 
for such a purpose, to benefit countries 
all over the world, then, we should be 
willing to do what is necessary for our 
veterans. To cut down their benefits 
and the service they are entitled to, while 
spending billions of dollars in foreign 
countries, is without justification. Our 
first duty is to those who have served our 
country in its hour of emergency. I will 
suppor; the pending amendment so that 
the services through contact offices will 
continue to be available to our veterans. 

I trust that my colleagues in the Con
gress will do likewise. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I yield to the gen
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. PERKINS. I also desire to com
plil:lent the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania for his continual support of the 
veteran and to state that I intend to 
support the aoendm·ent restoring the 
contact officers. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I thank the gen
tlem:m. Let me say this in conclusion. 
There are 1526 contact officers scattered 
throughout the United States and our 
Territorial posnessions. Unles::; the Mc
Grath amendment is adopted it will 
me&n we will reduce the contact officers 
from 1526 to a mere 300. If these vet
erans cannot go to thene c~mta~t cfficers 
they will go to Members of the Congress 
of the United States, and, bel:eve me 
when I tell you, your offices will be 
swamped with requests for assi.stance. 

The Department of Defense has at this 
time stated that they have built their 
cnunne!ing service around the availabi -
ity of the contact service pmvided by 
the Veterans' Administration through its 
network of fie_d offices conveniently lo
cated throughout the country, wh:ch is 
indeed an important fa~tor in view of 
those being discharged for disability and 
other reasons from the Armed F-orces, 
incident to its present operations, par
ticularly from Ko ·ef, and, as is well 
known, the number is continually in
creasing. 

The proposed 80 percent reduction in 
funds for the c~ntact program for the 
Veterans' Administration will eliminate 
all 343 VA contact offices, eliminate all 
service to veterans in private and State 
institutions, red ce the availability of 
service in the regional offices to a num
ber that would not permit contact serv
ice to be rendered as necessary. In fact, 
45 percent of the 70 regional offices would 
be reduced to one contact representative 
and one clerk. The number of visitors 
to regional offices and VA offices to the 
contact service during January 1952, for 
example-which excludes services ren
dered in VA hospitals-was appr xi
mately 500,000, which represen ... s in the 
neighborhood of 6,000,000 visitors to 
these offices a year, and I ask who is go
ing to .help these people. 

Irrespective of the amount cut from 
the budget request, I am informed it 
will be necessary to close 200 of these 
offices immediately even though the 
funds requested are granted, which will 
have an adverse effect on serv·ce to vet
erans and their families. To maintain 
the contact service as it present y exists 
will require approximately $809,382,260 
instead of the $803,586,430 recommended 
by the appropriations committee. So it 
is evident that the committee action 
would result in the virtual elimination 
of the contact service, which has been 
of such great benefit to those who have 
served their country and to their de
pendents. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, it jg 

difficult to understand the thinking of 

the persons who would recommend, so 
shortly after the Second World War and 
at a time when so many of our young 
men are on active military duty that 
services to our veterans be drastically 
curtailed. The proposed 90-percent cut 
in contact services to our deserving vet
erans cannot be justified at this time. 

Last year over 16,000,000 qontacts were 
har..dled by the Veterans' Administration 
ccntact representatives. It would be 
folly to assume that the demand for 
such service would diminish to such an 
ext~nt that the needs of veterans 
throughout the country would be satis
fied by the few existing regional offices. 

S ould this curtailment in funds for 
VA contact offices be effected, all vet
eran::; in the Commonwealth of Pennsyl
van·a wou_d have only the Philadelphia. 
or Pittsburgh offices to assist them in 
matters pe:rta~n'ng to the privileges and 
banefits to which they are entitled under 
existing legislation. It would be impos
sible for the3e two offices to take on the 
additional burden of furnishing infor
mat·on on claims, hospitalization, edu
cation, GI loans, and so forth, and con
tinue to efficient~y perform their other 
functions. Not only are our veterans 
entitled to have this service as readily 
availab e to them as possi le, but it would 
be mcst unfair and result in severe hard
sh ip:; ard unlpeasant consequences in 
many cases to suffer the de ays which 
would be unavoidable in prolonged cor
respnndence with the distant regional 
offices. To attempt to serve our veterans 
via long distance wo· ld result in-a gross 
n~grgence of the Nat·on's obligation to 
those who served our country in its hour 
of need. 

In addition to the hundreds of thou
sands of veterans of Wor!d Wars I and II 
who sti 1 from time to time find it neces
sary to obtain assistance in negGtiations 
with the VA regional office and central 
office, the return of large numbers of 
Korean veterans increases the demand 
for c.:mtact representatives in the remote 
communities throughout each Sta-'-e. 
There is also t:he factor to be considered 
that the majority o" these posit:ons have 
been fiEed by disabled vete:rans who have 
been adequately trained to assist other 
vet9rans in the·r prob!ems with efficie:ncy 
and dispatch. 

I strongly urge that the redud·on of 
$5,795,830 proposed by the Committee on 
App:ropriat~ons be restored and that the 
H use o" Representatives approve the 
cnmplete budget estimate of $7,231,329 
far ope:ration of Veterans' Administra
t ion conta~t offices tLroughout the 
country. 

VJI. DAVIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, I off er an amendment. 

The Cierk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DAVIS of Georgia 

to the amendment offered by Mr. McGRATH: 
Strike out "$809,582,260" and insert in lieu 
thereof "$806,484,345." 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DA VIS of Georgia. I yield. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that all debate on 
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the McGrath amendment and all amend
ments thereto close in 1 hour and 5 min
utes, 5 minutes to be reserved to the gen
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN], 5 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Mas
sachusetts [Mrs. ROGERS], and 6 minutes 
for the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

Mr. LANTAFF. Mr. Chairman, re
serving the right to object, do I under
stand, in the event the McGrath amend
ment or any of the substitutes therefor 

·or amendments thereto are not agreed to, 
that the time limitation would not apply 
to other amendments to the section? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time limita
tion requested by the gentleman from 
Texas only applies to the McGrath 
amendment and all amendments there
to. 

Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD fallowing those of 
the previous speaker, and further that 
my time be allotted to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. DAvisL · 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair

man, the budget request for this item 
called for $7,231,329. The committee 
bill has cut that by $5, 795,830, which 
amounts approximately to a cut of 80 
percent, or four-fifths of the amount 
the budget request carried. My amend
ment would restore half of that reduc
tion to the bill. 

In the fiscal year 1951 there were 3,034 
of these contact officers, departmental 
and in the field. In the fiscal year 1952 
that number had been reduced to 2,234. 
The amount carried in the budget for the 
fiscal year 1953 called for 1,526, which 
likewise was a reduction from the num-

ber in 1952. Seven hundred and eight 
of these contact officers were cut off by 
the budget request figures from the num-
ber in the 1952 fiscal year. · 

The committee bill would cut the 1,526 
which the budget request calls for by 
four -fifths, to approximately 300. I be
lieve that is much more drastic than 
any reduction which has been made in 
any bill which has come before us up 
to this time. Some items have been re
duced 20 percent, possibly some 25 per
cent, but I know of none that has been 
reduced as much as 80 percent, or four
fifths. 

I realize, of course, that the distin
guished gentleman from Texas is a care
ful man. I know he works hard and 
diligently on the items in the independ
ent offices appropriation bill. For that 
reason, having read the hearings which 
begin at page 1270 and finding very lit
tle information in there on which to base 
an opinion as to whether or not this is 
a reasonable cut, I talked to the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. THOMAS], who is 
the able chairman of this subcommittee, 
and asked h im what there is to justify 
this drastic cut. He told me that the 
Veterans' Administration could very well 
cut out all these contact officers without 
doing any harm to the veterans' pro
gram. 

Having the respect for the gentle
man's opinion that I have, I was so con
cerned that I took it upon myself yes
t erday morning to go down to the Veter
ans' Administration office here in Wash
ington for the purpose of seeing just 
what work is being carried on by these 
contact officers there. I have been in 
the reception room in the Veterans' Ad
ministration office in Atlanta, which is 
in my district and I have seen there on 
a number of occasions anywhere from 
25 to 50 veterans sitting in the reception 
room at one time waiting for one of the 
contact officers to take up their prob
lems. 

I went down yesterday morning to the 
office here in Washington. There were 

some 20 or 30 veterans sitting there in 
the reception room in the office when I 
went in. So I went around to a number 
of them, and asked them what they were 
there for. I wanted to know myself 
whether a real and necessary service is 
rendered by these contact officers. I 
questioned 4 of these veterans at some 
length about what they were there for. 
The first one I questioned was· there to 
see about cashing in his life insurance, 
which is a legitimate thing for a veteran 
to go there to see about. And certainly 
the Veterans' Administration is obligated 
to give him information on that when 
he goes there. The second one was a 
student who was taking a course under 
the GI bill of rights, and he was there 
on a legitimate errand in connection 
with that. The third one was there be
cause he had some trouble with his in
surance premium payments, and the 
monthly payments that he had been 
making. I know all of you have had 
trouble laid in your lap by your veteran 
constituents on that very thing. He was 
there-not taking it up with bis Con
greesman, but directly with the Veter
ans' Administration, and that was a 
legitimate errand. The next one I went 
to was in to see about having some den
tal work done, which he contended was 
ne~essary because of service connection, 
and also to see what his civil-service 
rights were as a veteran. All of them I 
talked to were there on legitimate er
rands, and certainly were entitled to 
have some competent, capable person 
dealing with them when they went there. 
So I am convinced that these contact of
ficers, if they work constantly and dili
gent y at their job really render a serv
ice to the veterans. 

I asked the head of the Department 
also to give me some information about 
how much work they do. I have here a 
summary of the contact activities for 
the month of January 1952, which when 
we go back into the Ho.use, I am going 
to ask permission to insert at this point 
in my remarks: 

Contact and administrative services-Contact activities, January 1952 

Personal contacts 
Location Counter con- T elephone Correspond- Forms pre- Applications 

tacts contacts ence prepared pared prepared 
At office Away 

Grand total __ -------------------------------------------- --- --- ---- 622,486 22, 300 140, 138 512, 804 175, 776 331, 841 156, 453 

Central office ______________________ ___ ------ _____________ ------ ___________ 4, 623 0 202 9, 774 2, 109 2,633 1,499 
Total hospitals and domfoiliaries ________________________________ ----- ----- 134, 321 137 20, 545 42, 799 24, 970 59, 024 24, 927 

Total regional offices. __ ----- --------------------------------------- 476, 706 21, 937 117, 949 444, 516 146, 881 265, 962 128, 125 

Alabama: Montgomery __ -- ---------------------------------------------- 7, 131 167 1,024 4, 591 2,446 3,069 949 
Alaska: Juneau ______________ ____ --- __ ---- __________ _____ ---_ -_ -_ - __ -- --_ - 1, 727 61 276 1, 137 1, 107 779 614 
Arizona: Phoenix. __ _ ---------- ------------------- --------------------- -- 4, 917 287 353 2,492 1, 071 2,609 847 
Arkansas: Little Rock ___________________________________ --- __________ __ _ . 6, 581 548 1, 568 4, 203 2, 273 3, 427 1, 589 
California: 

Los Angeles ._. ______ __ __ ------------ ______________ _ ---- ____ -- -- ______ 20, 651 263 3, 057 31, 736 11, 077 11, 564 6,307 San Diego ____ _________ --------------- ________________________________ 4, 106 68 368 4, 252 720 2, 001 849 
San Francisco. _____ ----------------------------- -- ------------------- 9,960 815 2,334 11, 786 2,342 4, 885 2,408 

Connecticut: Hartford _______________ ------------ ________________________ 7, 175 973 1, 281 5, 167 2,418 4, 475 2, 560 
D~la 'Yare: W ilmin~ton. ____ 7 - - - - - - -- - --- -- - - - -- - - - -- - - -- --- - - - - -------- - - 630 16 2 1,049 153 446 230 D1stnct of Columbia: Washmgton __ ______________ __ ____________________ _ 7, 403 177 1, 671 11, 623 2, 720 2, 845 872 
Florida: 

Miami_ _____ ------- -------------------------------------------------- 7,837 364 1, 191 7, 451 1,923 3,690 1, C67 Pass-A-Grille. _______________________________ • ______________ _______ - __ 8, 976 224 1,?79 5,606 2,323 4,826 1, 814 
Georgia: Atlanta. ____ --_ -___ ---------- -------- ------------- ------ ----- -- - 12, 466 420 3,)32 8,355 3, 601 7, 247 2,995 
Hawaii: Honolulu ___ _______ _______________ ___ ________ ____________________ 2, 716 656 370 1, 706 861 1, 786 742 
Idaho: Boise. ____ -------------- ----------- ------------------ --- ---------- 2, 791 66 588 1, 457 905 1,467 761 
Illinois: Chicago ___ __ ________________________ --------- --- -------- --------- 18, 52 459 4,429 22, 115 4, 815 9, 78 6,134 
Indiana: Indianap91is. ------------ ---- ----- --- ------- ------- ----------- -- 10, 559 2.36 1,631 9,606 2,329 6, 945 3, 612 
Iowa: Des Moines ____ ------- --____ ------------------------------------- -- 4,993 18 1,826 4,649 I, 252 3,430 1, 7&1 
Kansas: 'Vichi ta _________ ------------------------------------- ----------- 2, 216 36 375 2,093 674 1,342 773 
Kentucky: Louisville ___________________________ ___ _____ --- ____ ---- --- ---- 6,345 87 1, 980 3,456 2,010 3, 567 1,506 
Louisiana: 

New Orleans. _____________________________ --- -_ --- ----- -------------- 7, 000 118 1, 905 4, 522 1, 929 3,454 1, 090 Shreveport. ______________________________________ -- ________ ____ --_ --- 1, 928 8 472 2, 039 605 1, 060 401 
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Contact and administrative services-qontact activities, January 1952-Continued 

Personal contacts 
Location Counter con-

tacts 
At office Away 

Maine: Togus. ________ __ ----------- --_ -_ ----- --------- -- ----- -- ---- ------ 2, 265 493 500 
Maryland: Baltimore ____ _____________ ---- ___________ ----- _______________ 6,348 304 2,089 
Massachusetts: Boston _______________________ -_ -- __ --- ___ -___ ----- _ -- -_ -_ - 23, 363 1, 594 11, 679 
Michigan: Detroit_ _______________________________________________________ 

8, 191 1, 639 3,880 
Mississippi: Jackson. ___ ___ ---------------------------------------------_ 3, 813 21 520 
Missouri: Kansas City __________ --------_________________________ : ______________ 5, 750 45 1,646 St. Louis. __________ _ -- ________________ --______________ : ______________ 5, 081 329 446 
Montana: Fort Harrison ___ ---------------------------------- ____ ------ ___ 1, 932 47 976 

ebraska: Lincoln. ___ --------------_------------------------------------ 2, 813 48 678 
Nevada: Reno ______________ --------- ------ ----- ---------------------- ---- 878 21 52 
New Hampshire: Manchester--------- --------------------------- -------- 3, 347 135 804 
New Jersey: Newark ____ ___ ------- ____ ------------- __ ------------ _______ 12, 054 623 1, 491 

ew Mexico: Albuquerque----------------------------------------------- 3, 418 354 944 
New York: 

~ ~~~ri~~ == = = = = == == === = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = === = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = , 

5, 044 479 1, 109 
12, 623 44 3, 829 

Buffalo ____ ____ -------- __ ------- ______________ ------------ ____________ 7, 4i3 621 1, 094 
New York ________ ------- __________________ --------- ________ ------ ____ 32, 280 1, 727 9, 958 Syracuse ___ _____________________ ----- ______________________ ----- _____ 5, 059 367 743 North Carolina: Winston-Salem ___________________________ : ______________ 5, 579 46 1, 969 

r ortb Dakota: Fargo ______ -----_---------- ---- ---- -- -----!---------- ---- 1, 252 37 184 
Ohio: C incinnatL ___________________________________________________________ 

9, 847 231 2, 647 
Cleveland-------- ----------------- --------------- -------------------- 12, 562 168 3, 040. 

Oklahoma: 
Muskogee---------- ---- ---- --- ------------------- -------------------- 4, £97 128 723 
0 klahoma City ______ ___ ______________________ ------------ __ ---------- 6, 177 1, 012 1, 261 

Oregon: P-0rtland. __ ----------------------------------------------------- 5, 023 189 2, 274 
Pennsylvania: 

Philadelphia ___ -- ------------------ -------------------- -------------- 10, 958 482 5, 047 
Pittsburgh ______ ---------_--------- _________ -------- _________ ------ __ 11, 665 128 2,406 Wilkes-Barre ___________________________ ________ ______________________ 

11. 895 425 2,888 
Puerto Rico: San Juan _____ ___ ____ _______________________________________ 

7, 293 635 1, 931 
Rhode Island: Providence------------------------------------------------ 5, 890 631 13 
South Carolina: Columbia __ --------------------------------------------- 5, 424 1!)7 1, 558 
South Dakota: Sioux Falls._--------------------------------------------- 847 106 359 
Tennessee: Nash ville ______ ___ ___________________ -- ____ ------- ____________ 6, 220 23 541 
Texas: Dallas ____ _____ __________________ ___________ __ ____ ____________________ 

5, 489 108 7 9 Houston ______ ___ ________ _____ ______________________ ______ ____________ 
6, 459 264 2, 0 9 Lubbock ______________ ______ ____ . '.. . __________________________________ 5, 254 132 7 1 San Antonio ______ --------- __ __________________________ ___ ____________ 6, 315 502 641 

Waco ______ ---- --- --- ---- -- --- ----- -- ----- - --- ---- --- ---- ------- --- ___ 4,854 35 610 
Utah: Salt Lake City ____ ------------------------------------------------ 1, 708 17 1, 543 
Vermont: White River Junction ___ -------------------------------------- 935 243 284 
Virginia: Roanoke ______________________ __________________________________ 4, 750 118 715 
Washington: Seattle. ____ _________________________________________________ 9, 340 406 2, 277 
West Virginia· Huntington __ -------- __________________ ------- ____________ 17. 628 251 4, 231 
Wisconsin: Milwaukee __________ ___ ______________________________________ 8, 620 381 2,326 
Wyoming: Cheyenne. ______ ____ __________ _____ ______ ------- _____________ 1, 033 124 372 

Total Do-Ro centers __ _________ ______ ___________ _ ------ _____________ 6,836 226 1,442 

Colorado: Denver ______ _____________ ___________ _______ ----- ____ __________ 4, 790 126 1, 094 
Minnesota: St. PauL __ ------- ___________________ --- --------- _____________ 2,046 100 348 

It shows, and I will-give some specific · - Chicago now staffed with 77 contact VA 
- instances here, that at the-office r_ vis- officers, reduced to 11. 
· ited yesterday morning, that during the St. Louis now staffed with 31 contact VA 

th f J 1952 th 7 4n3 officers, reduced to 4. 
mon ° anuary · ere were ' u ' Jackson, Miss., now staffed with 18 contact 
veterans who came in with a - problem - VA offic"'rs, reduced to 2-. 
which C2.lled fo-r having their files Dallas, Tex., now staffed with 33 contact 
brought down from the file cabinets and v A officers, reduced to 3. 
taken up across the -desk with the vet- Nashville, Tenn., now staffed with 26 con-
erans. They do not list here- in that tact VA officers, reduced to 3. 
column those who merely come in to ask Atlanta, Ga., now staffed with 53 contact 
questions, and w;.10 get information di- VA officers, reduced to 6. 
rectly without having to have their files Boston, Mass., now staffed with 100 con-
brought down. Tl:ey have those listed tact VA officers, reduced to 11. 
in another co_t!mn called the ·counter- Washington, D. c., now staffed with 46 
contacts. T~at shows 1,671 contacts in contact VA cfficers, reduced to 9. 
addition t!:> the 7,403. Now to do that Maine now staffed with 12 contact VA 

d t d t h d officers, r educed to 2. 
work, ar;. carry hat lea • hey a here Vermont now staffed with 6 contact VA 
in Washington 46 cf these contact offi- officers, reduced to 2. 
cers. If this bill goes through as it now Rhode Island now staffed with 19 contact 
stands, the {6 will be reduced down to 9. VA officers, reduced to 3. 
There is grave d0ubt in my mind whether Memphis office will be cut out altogether. 
nine contact men working as hard as 
they could all the tim~ would be able to This tabulation shows how drast·cally 
handle anything like the load that rests the personnel will be reduced if the bill 
on this office here. goes through as it now stands. 

I want to give you some other illustra- My amendment will add one-half the 
tions of reduct:ons which would result amount cut off by the committee. If the 
from the reduction carried in the com- House believes that 1,526 contact officers 
mittee bill. These facts were furnished are too many to perform this work, then 
to me by the Veterans' Administration: let us try to get along by cutting only 

New York now staffed with 149 contact half the number provided in the com-
VA officers, reduced to 26. mittee bill. -We can try that for a year, 

Los Angeles now staffed with 83 contact and if that is too many, the number can 
VA officers, reduced to 12. be reduced again next year. I think 

Telephone Correspond- Forms pre- Applications 
contacts ence prepared pared prepared 

2, 284 1, 243 1, 681 760 
5, 563 1,464 3, 273 1, 160 

22, 343 8, 915 11,394 6, 647 
11, 154 2, 955 4,620 3,031 

1, 483 748 1, 271 500 

8, 758 2, 197 4,606 2, 598 
3, 086 880 2, 109 962 
1, 292 879 709 411 
2, 995 767 1, 827 1, 102 

665 259 463 238 
1, 960 969 l, 925 1, 010 

14, 554 5, 113 7, 551 3, 147 
1, 937 1, 423 1, 464 574 

4, 090 1, 652 3, 133 1, 655 
14, 746 2, 496 6,690 3,362 
6, 771 1, 704 3,666 1,363 

42, 381 10, 406 17, 847 10, 192 
4,424 1, 957 2, 627 1, 485 
4, 485 1, 877 3, 116 923 

958 784 712 361 

10, 687 4,059 6, 540 4, 242 
11, 126 3, 249 7,063 4, 772 

2, 777 1, 587 3.185 1, 778 
4, 693 1, 820 3, 519 1,843 
3, 869 2, 026 2, 490 1, 168 

11, 405 2, 934 7, 909 3,466 
9, 509 2,4or 6, 729 3, 434 
7,440 2, 676 7, 936 4,056 

867 2, 118 3,644 1,349 
3,435 1, 731 2, 829 1, 498 
3. 796 1, 910 2, 748 1,374 
1, 056 268 364 176 
5, 025 1, 215 2, 321 804 

5, 054 1, 714 2,444 792 
6. 031 2, 252 3,33'! 1, 542 
3, 381 1, 36.3 2,368 955 
4, 599 l, 671 3, 168 1, 27 
3, 153 1, 237 2,496 1, 1 
3,323 1, 251 1, 579 900 

12 382 623 439 
4, 838 1, 312 2, 343 1, 381 

' 317 2, 494 5, 124 2,949 
13, 670 3, 053 13, 909 2, 619 

7, 649 3, 218 5, 031 2,430 
1, 024 692 7 6 327 

15, 715 1, 816 4, 222 1, 902 

5, 092 1, 225 2,329 816 
10, 623 591 1, 93 1, 086 

. these contact officers are performing a 
needed and valuable service to the vet
eran: and I do not believe that this 

-necessary work can be carried on by one
fifth the number now engaged in that 
work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. RANKIN]. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I agree 
thoroughly with the distinguished gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. VAN 
ZANDT] who has served on the Commit
tee on Veterans' Affairs a great many 
years, and who knows the problems of 
the veterans. 

I realize that I am pro veteran. I get 
more letters than almost any other 
Member of the Congress. They come 
from every State in the Union, almost 
every day, and they are letters on vet
erans' affairs and concerning veterans, 
as a rule. I know there is no service 
rendered by the Veterans' Administra
tion or by any other administration that 
is more valuable to the servicemen than 
this contact service in every State in the 
Union. For that reason, I sincerely 
trust that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia will be voted 
down because the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
MCGRATH] certainly goes far enough. 
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Is it not strange that we will take up a 

proposition of this kind to abolish these 
contact officers, deprive these veterans 
of this service, and at the same time 
pour literally billions of dollars into for
eign countries, giving it to people who 
sometimes laugh at us with contempt? 
Is it not strange that we would treat 
our veterans that way? 

'These contact officers not only serve 
the veterans, but they serve the widows 
and orphans, the fathers and mothers of 
these boys who have been killed iri the 
various wars through which we have 
passed. 

Every veterans' organization that I 
know anything about is opposed to cut
ting down this appropriation. I know 
the American Legion, the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, the Disabled American 
Veterans, the AMVETS have all sup
ported this appropriation, as I under
stand it, and have opposed this reduc
tion. 

There are many people on the Federal 
payroll that you can get rid of and save 
a great deal more money without in
juring anybody than by putting in an 
amendment to cut down this appropri
ation below the danger point, as far as 
the veterans' service is concerned. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. The distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee said we 
will save $5,000,000 here and make it 
available to veterans' pensions. The 
gentleman knows and you know there is 
a schedule of pensions provided by law, 
and if we do not spend this $5,000,000 
on contact officers, it will not be spent 
on pensions. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; and the gentle
man knows and I know that a majority of 
the veterans do not belong to any veteran 
organizations. They feel a hesitancy in 
calling on veterans' organizations that 
they do not belong to, but they feel as if 
the contact office is open to them, and 
that is th- reason they go there and talk 
about their cases, &bout their insurance, 
and about various other things, such as 
bringing home the bodies of their de
ceased boys, on down to the minutest 
problems that affect veterans. 

I sincerely trust that this amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. DAVIS] will be voted down, because, 
in my opinion, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
McGRATH] goes far enough. 

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. DA VIS of Georgia. : would like 

to read to the Members just the effect 
this will have on the offices across the 
country: 

Los Angeles has 83, and it will be cut 
down -to 12, if the committee bill goes 
through. 

Chicago has 77, and it will be cut to 11. 
St. Louis has 31, and it will be cut to 4. 
Jackson, Miss., has 18, and it will be 

cut to 2. 
Dallas, Tex., bas 33, and it will be cut 

to 3. . 
Nashville, Tenn., has 26, and it will be 

cut to 3. 

Atlanta, Ga., has 53 and it will be cut 
to 6. 

Boston, Mass., has 100 and it will be 
cut to 11. 

Washington, D. C., has 46, and it will 
be cut to 9. 

The State of Maine has 12, and it will 
be cut to 2. -

Vermont has 6, and it will be cut to 2. 
Rhode Island has 19, and it will be 

cut to 3. 
And the Memphis office is to be cut out 

altogether. 
Mr. RANKIN. That bears out my 

argument. 
The CH ... URMAN. The gentleman 

from Mississippi has consumed 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman 
from Massachusetts (Mrs. ROGERS]. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, back in the Eightieth Con
gress, when there were even more con
tact men in the Los Angeles office than 
at the present time, a member of our 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs, my col
league from Missouri (Mr. BAKEWELL], 
chairman of a subcommittee, was in
specting the San Francisco office of the 
VA with the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania, Mr. Sarbacher, and he found a 
veteran on the fioor on a stretcher. 
There were not enough conta~t men there 
to come out w see him they said. The 
contact was crowded with veterans. I 
spent 2 weeks myself in San Francisco 
inspecting veterans' facilities at that 
time. This member of the committee 
found that that man was hemorrhaging. 

That would occur much more fre
quently if you cut out the contact men 
in the office in San Francisco and over 
the country generally. 

I do not know how many Members 
realize that if the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia is passed 
there would not be a single contact rep
resentative in the military and naval 
hospitals. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. On what basis does 
the gentlewoman make that statement? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
received that information from one of 
the men in the Contact Division of the 
Veterans' Administration. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Does the gentle
woman mean to say that with 190 hos
pitals and one-thousand-four-hundred
and-odd people under the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia 
that they could not put a contact man 
in each hospital? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I do 
not mean in veterans' hospitals; I am 
talking about military hospitals. I think 
a lot of you who go to Walter Reed Hos
pital and the naval hospital realize that 
they have but one VA contact man, but 
perhaps you do not. When I go out 
there I find so many boys who do not 
know what their rights are and cannot 
get any information. Some of the boys 
even come out of the hospitals without 
knowing their rights. 

I have a letter that the people in the 
Pentagon building sent to the Veterans' 
Administration saying that they would 
welcome very much the help of the Vet
erans' Administration in a counseling 
course; but they cannot have that coun
seling course without a contact man in 

the hospital and they say in this lett.er 
to General Gray that they assume that 
there will be one there. It is of vital 
interest to these boys, and there are six 
hundred and some odd thousands of 
them more than there were at the time 
the members of the committee were 
analyzing when they marked up this bill. 
They are certainly entitled to care. The 
following is the letter from the National 
Defense: 

MARCH 11, 1952. 
Mr. CARL R. GRAY, Jr., 

Administrator, Veterans' Administration, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. GRAY: It has come to thr. at
tention of this office through the Interde
partmental Committee established as a re
sult of your letters of December 19, 1951, that, 
because of anticii;ated budgetary limitations, 
the Veterans' Administration plans to reduce 
the number of field offices and contact rep
reeentatives now in existence throughout the 
country. 

The Chairman, Armed Forces Medical Pol
icy Coun~il. by letter to you dated November 
5, 1951, has indicated the desirability of re
activating the benefits counseling program 
in effect during and subsequent to World 
War II at service hospitals. ':ihis means that 
it would be h ighly desirable if the Veterans' 
Adm'nistration could furnish contact repre
sentatives at each major service hospital to 
assist the military authorities in giving tech
nical advice and assistance to those person
nel who are being separated or retired from 
the service because of physical disability and, 
particularly, assisting those personnel who 
are being transferred to Veterans' Admin
istration facilities. 

As far as the counseling program for serv
icemen being separated for reasons other 
than physicial disability is concerned, this 
program appears to be proceeding satisfac
torily now. The services are giving sepa
ratees basic benefit information by means of 
lectures, personal interviews, group discus
sions, pamphlets, etc. Thus, the individual 
is given basic information as to veterans 
benefits available at this time; then he is 
referred to the agency administering a par
ticular benefit for further details, if desired. 
As far as Veterans' Administration benefits 
are concerned, this program assumes that the 
present Veterans' Administration field offices 
will remain in existence. The present coun
seling structure is built around the avail
ability of the contact service provided by the 
Veterans' Administration through its net
work of field offices conveniently located 
throughout the country. Any marked cur
tailment in this contact service would have 
a direct effect upon the Armed Forces sepa
ra tion counseling program. 

Under present plans, the volume of sepa
rations from the Armed Forces will reach a 
peak the latter part of this summer, remain 
at a high level until the summer of 1953, and 
then gradually taper off. Thus, the counsel
ing program will assume more importance as 
separations increase. Also, as you know, the 
Congress is presently considering legislation 
which will provide benefits for veterans of 
Korea. 

I do not believe that the counseling pro
gram on veterans benefits, 1n which both the 
Veterans' Administration and the Depart
ment of Defense have a vital interest, should 
be curtailed in any matter at this time. 

Sincerely yours, 
ANNA M. ROSENBERG. 

BOSTON, MASS., March 19, 1952. 
Hon. EDITH N. ROGERS, 

House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We, the Amputee Veterans Association of 
America, Department of Massachusetts, 
strongly protest the contemplated action of 
closing the veterans' contact offices. Many 
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of our members have been especially trained 
for this work and are rendering necessary 
service to the veterans of the State. To close 
these offices would deprive these amputee 
veterans of their employment and take away 
from other amputees a service which they 
deserve. Your help in thls matter will be 
appreciated. 

JOSEPH BANTUONO, 

Commander, Department of Massa
chusetts, Amputee Veterans of 
America. 

BosToN, MAss, March 20, 1952. 
EDITH NOURSE R OGERS, 

Member of Congress, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Urge you use every effort to prevent pas

sage of H. R. 7072, cutting Veterans' Admin
istration staff 90 percent, as their help badly 
needed now by all veterans. 

UNITED SPANISH WAR VETERANS, 
Department of Massachusetts. 

WASIDNGTON, D. c ., March 20, 1952. 
Mrs. EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, 

House of Representatives: 
AMVETS urgently request that independ

ent offices appropriation bill be amended to 
restore drastic•curtailment of vital veterans' 
services. Present bill pending in House vir
tually wipes out the very much needed con
tact service and curtails to alarming extent 
progressive medical research program of De
partment of Medicine and Surgery. Last 
year over 16,000,000 contacts were handled 
by contact service. They involved letters, 
personal contacts, telephone contacts, and a 
very good itinerate service. To wipe ou~ this 
function of VA means that there will be 
large backlogs in every phase of VA actiy
ities. Veterans will be unable to obtain 
adequate information on claims, hospitaliza
tion, education, GI loans, and other veter
ans' benefits. Veterans' organizations' serv
ice officers already overworked and will not 
be able to take up additional load. The 
Nation's obligation to its veterans cannot be 
carried out if this service is reduced. If 
medical research program is curtailed 
n eeded progressive improvements in hos
pital program of VA will not be realized re
sulting in longer hospitalization and in
creased cost to the Government. In our con
sidered opinion this curtailment of veter
ans' service will cost taxpayers additional 
m oney rather than effect any savings. We 
earnestly request your continued efforts to 
restore these veterans' benefits. 

RUFUS H. WILSON, 
Acting L egislative D irector. 

Mr. VAN ZANIYf. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gent ewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yi~ld. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Is it net true that 
in addit·on to the Army and Navy hos
pitals there are many of them scattered 
throughout the United States in Public 
Health hospita!s, State institutions, and 
private inst·tut·ons? 
~.ROGERS of Massachusetts. Yes; 

that is ~e and it is espec·any neces
sary to have that service in mental in
st·tutions. 

Mr. VP....N ZANDT. Why, certainly ; 
and a contact officer should be at each 
institution. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
And the3e beys cannot pur:me their 
claims without that help. 

In 1922 I was requested by the Presi
dent of the United States to make an 
inspection -trip of the veterans' hospitals 
of the country. Conditions were very 
bad as shown by the report I brought 

back from a western trip which took me 
to California and back and up north. 
I brought back hundreds of veterans' 
claims because there had not been 
enough persons to help them with those 
claims. I have tried to help those men 
ever since. It is a very vital service. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the kind and able fighter in Con
gress, a great warrior in World War II, 
and a badly disabled one. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does not the gen
tlewoman believe it would be a good idea 
to have these contact officers stationed 
at areas where our boys are discharged 
so that before they go out into civilian 
life they are told of their various rights 
and privileges under the veterans' regu
lations? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Yes; 
and I would say to the gentleman that 
today that is not done. At Fort Devens, 
which is in my district, during World 
War II they had a contact officer and a 
man who was discharged from the serv
ice or separated from the service up to 
a few years ago was always told of his 
rights; they had a contact man there 
to advise h im of his rights. 

Did the gentleman wish to say some
thing further? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I was just going 
on to say that some of these veterans 
would have special privileges under civil 
service if they established the fact that 
they have a service-connected disability. 
In clarifying their records at time of 
discharge would entitle them to an extra 
10 points on any Government examina
tion they might take. Yet as things are 
now they go out into civil life and many 
times do not know their rights. Then it 
means a letter to a Congressman or 
Sznator who has to probe into the vari
ous records in order to find and estab
lish the veteran's r ights, something he 
should have been told of at the time he 
was discharged. I am sure the gentle
woman from Massachusetts who is the 
veteran's best friend here in the House 
will agree with me. I personally believe 
the gent ewoman from Massachusetts 
[Mrs. ROGERS] is the best-informed 
Member of this body where the disabled 
vetzran is concerned. There should be 
more contact representatives protecting 
the interests of our veterans. I support 
wholeheartedly the McGrath amend
ment. The American Legion, DAV, and 
all other veteran contact officers are to 
be commended for the great work done 
for our veterans of all wars. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. And 
no civilian has the privileges or informa
t ion that a Veterans' Administration 
representative has. He is the man to 
tell the veteran what rights he is en
titled to. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts has 
expired. 

Mr. FURCOLO. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to yield my time to 
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from Massachu
setts [Mr. FuRCOLol, who is such a friend 
of the veterans, for a question. 

Mr. FURCOLO. I support the gentle~ 
woman in her argument and shall sup
port the McGrath amendment. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
When you visit one of these hospitals you 
first go into the ward where the sickest 
men are, men who are not going to live, 
to find out whether they have established 
their claims for compensation. I have 
known men to leave hospitals because 
their claims were being worked on, they 
had not established service connection 
and they had to have money for theiJ; 
families. If they established service 
connection they could stay hospitalized 
and try to get well; they would probably 
hemorrhage and die if they leave the 
hospital. Many men do not know their 
rights in insurance matters; in compen
sation; for housing or loans, and so 
forth; they do not know their rights for 
training. Only the other day I found a 
case of a man in the South, a double 
amputee, he was a colored man. He 
was a World War I veteran. He did not 
realize he was entitled to compensation. 
And that is not an isolated case. You 
have had hundreds of cases in your office 
and have seen hundreds of cases in the 
Veterans' Administration and you realize 
how much those men need help. Go 
into a regional office and see the widows 
and the children waiting because there 
was no contact man available. And, re
member, last year the blind men were 
taken off of the contact rolls, the ampu
tees and others. You may remember 
last year a good many contact men were 
removed from their jobs. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylva
nia. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Is it not true that 
when we created the contact office in VA 
we took a lot of work off the shoulders of 

·Members of Congress? 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 

Yes; but it is not that. The Members 
are very glad to do that work. Most of 
them do not have the staff for that pur
pose; they are glad to help, but they 
cannot do it. They cannot go into the 
files of the VA at any time. It takes a 
long time to get a file down here to the 
Capitol and you do not give the men 
the service they are entitled to. Then a 
Member does not have the necessary in-
formation. · 

J. Leo Ashe, the commander of the 
Massachusetts American Legion, and 
Mr. John Walsh, the chairman of 
the Disabled Veterans · Committee of 
Massachusetts, came to Washington and 
led the fight to restore the cuts in the 
contact men in the VA. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. MORRIS]. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
the Members will support the McGrath 
amendment, which restores the budget 
requ~st, and defeat the Davis amend
ment, which would only restore a part 
of the committee cut. The distinguished 
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gentleman from Georgia has called our 
attention to the fact that if his amend
ment is adopted a number of reductions 
will take !)lace in these large contact of
:fices, but the process of elimination of 
the contact offices will be the result in 
my part of the country. Down my way, 
there are only two people in these con
tact offices as a rule. 

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MORRIS. I yield to the gentle
man from Georgia. 

Mr. DA VIS of Georgia. The reduc
tions which I read and ref erred to ·were 
not if my amendment was adopted, but 
if the committee amendment went with 
it. 

Mr. MORRIS. Yes; but the gentle
man's amendment also will destroy the 
contact offices down my way, and I cer
tainly do not want them destroyed if I 
can possibly prevent it. I have had the 
honor, the privilege, and the experience 
of having served as a post commander 
of the American Legion and as a service 
officer for about 12 years. Being a law
yer, an ex-judge, and so forth, I have 
had some legal experience. I know
i tis not guesswork with me-that if you 
cut out these contact offices you are go
ing to do a great injustice to thousands 
of these boys, not just a few. If a vet
eran does not start his claim out right in 
the beginning, if experienced advisers . 
do not assist these boys, these veterans, 
with their claims to start with, and get 
them started on the correct theory, not 
any manufactured theory but on the 
correct theory, based on their injuries 
and what their rights are, and explain 
the law and the rules and regulations, 
which are quite often complicated, to 
them, then oftentimes because of a bad 
start, for lack of proper advice, they will 
later lose their cases regardless of how 
good and valid they actually are. 

And again, without these offices, many 
emergencies will arise where . even 
deaths will occur for lack of proper and 
immediate advice and attention. Also, 
not only in regard to claims of veterans 
is this contact work most important but 
it affords a proper and necessary con
venience if fairness to the veteran is to 
obtain. It also takes some of the work
load off of the regional offices and pre
vents delay in decisions. It is my judg
ment that this contact service is essen
tial to the welfare of our veterans who 
need VA service. I truly hope the Mc
Grath amendment will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PRICE]. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chaimian, I shall 
s11.pport the McG!"ath amendment. 

I know I am considered proveteran
and I am. I w2nt to stand on the side 
of the veteran in this fight, ~- s I have in 
every other battle on the floor of the 
House. I hope the friends of the veter
ans will unite here this afternoon to 
prevent the unwarranted cut in the con
tact representatives of the Veterans' 
Administration. 

Every Member of Congress should be 
aware of the usefulness and the impor
tance of the contact representatives to 
th~ veterans of all wars. Curtailing this 

service to the veterans will result in de
priving thousands of them of the as
sistance they require in :r;reparing their 
claims-will deprive them even of a 
chance to learn of their entitlement for 
b·meflts under laws passed for their wel
fare by this Congress. 

Certainly I am interested in economy, 
but when you attempt to cut this service 
to our war veterans by 80 percent, that 
is not the kind of economy I will sup
port. I know something about the vet
erans' needs. I have handled hundreds 
of clainis for worthy veterans and I have 
!Earned from experience how valuable 
is the aid furnished by these contact 
representatives. If anything, we need a 
few more of them. 

The action of the Appropriations Sub
committee in cutting the budget esti
mate and Veterans' .E..dministration re
quest practically eliminates contact serv
ices :!or veterans throughout the entire 
country. Yet the demand for this serv
ic~ is constantly increasing due to the 
large numbers of Korean veterans being 
discharged. 

Yes; I am for the veteran, and I am 
p.;:oud of it. I make no apologies for 
fighting for the veterans here this after
noon. I urge my colleagues in the 
House to support the amendment of the 
gentleman from ]'.l;tw York [Mr. Mc
GRATH] and restore the full amount ap
p .. oved by the Bureau of the Budget. 
Do this for the veterans. If we do not 
restore this cut, a grnat hardship will be 
work~d on our disabled veterans. 

This is a service our Nation owes 
our disabled veterans. Let us help our 
veterans se~ure the be:..1efits to which 
they are justly entitled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CRAWFORD]~ 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to ask one or two questions of the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. 
ROGERS]. Assuming we provide for 
5,000 or 10,000 contact officers, would 
that . necessarily give the boys the in
formation? I mean the fellows who are 
uninformed. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. It 
would help enormously .. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand it 
would help, but if we were to have 15,000 
contact officers we could still argue that 
the boys do not know their cases. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. But 
not to any great extent. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let me ask an
other question: Is there a Member of 
this House who will admit that he takes 
a less interest or that she takes a less 
interest in one of these cases than does 
a contact man? Of course, you take as 
much interest as any contact man in 
the United States. 

Will any of you admit that you have 
had veteran after veteran after veteran 
tell you that he could not get any serv
ice out of the Veterans' Administration 
or out of the contact officer? I think 
all of you have had that experience. 

It seems to me that we need to do a 
lot of thinking on this proposition if -
the desire is to actually give the veteran 
what we think he is entitled to. 

Mr. ChaiTman, ·I am sorry we do not 
have more genuine, down-to-earth, 

straightforward information on this 
proposition before we have to vote on it. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Missouri [l\1r. 
ARMSTRONG]. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, 
occasionally some · of us in this House 
who work hard to cut out or cut down 
appropriations that we think are not 
necessary are a~cused of blind cutting. 
Well, we are not in this instance trying 
to do any blind cutting. Some of us 
honestly try at every opportunity to cut 
where there are waste and ext ravagance. 
But we now come to a bill where we feel 
that too much cutting would itself re
sult in no benefit to this country. 

As one who has worked for many years 
as chairman of child welfare for the 
American Legion in my State, closely in 
touch with the rehabilitation of the 
veterans of the First World War, I may 
say to you that I am of the opinion that 
inteiligent work on the part of the con
tact officers can save the taxpayers a lot 
of money. I thoroughly agree with the 
distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. VAN ZANDT], who from his 
great knowledge of veterans work, has so 
ably stated the case for adequate support 
of our Veterans' Administration contact 
officers. I believe it would be a mistake 
to cut out what was in the budget request 
for this item of the Veterans' Admin
istration. 

I hope that all Members who have in 
the pa.st joined with many of us in econ
omy moves will consider seriously the 
real need for this appropriation by our 
veterans. I repeat, adequate service for 
veterans by contact officers can actually 
save money. 

<Mr. DEVEREUX asked and was given 
permission to yield the time allotted to 
him to Mr. PHlLLIPs.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. FULTON]. 
Mr~ FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I favor 

the McGrath amendment, which insures 
the money necessary for the pay of the 
veterans' contact officers in the Veterans' 
Administration budget. This puts back 
the amount cut out by the committez bill 
from the budget request. 

I believe that these veterans' represent
atives are vitally necessary for assisting 
our veterans on their claims. I agree 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. VAN ZANDT] that we people in Con
gress shouid be standing up in every re
spect for the rights cf these veterans and 
their representatives before the Vet
erans' Administration. We must remem
ber that the Veternn.s' Administration is 
a large bureau. It contains many 
branches, and many levels and types of 
bureau services, beset with many techni
cal rules. 

These people who are the veterans' 
representatives as contact officers are 
actually the men taking the veterans' 
point of view before the veterans' bureau. 
Unless we have contact officers that 
stand up for the veterans' interest and 
take the veterans' slant on the Veterans' 
Administration problems, we then have 
these veterans individually, without pre
vious experience in many cases, and 
often sick or disabled, coming up against 
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a large bureau and a great variety of 
procedures that they know nothing of. 

I believe that we have had good service 
from these veterans' representative con
tact officers in the Pittsburgh area and 
the State of Pennsylvania, and generally 
in the United States. I would like to 
see these contact officers maintained 
as they have been, and give this good 
service to our veterans, and the good vet
erans' organizatio:ns. The small amount 
for the sa.ary of these veterans' contact 
repres3ntatives is money well spent. 

Mr. SECREST. Mr. Chairman, will 
the ge __ tleman yield? 

Mr. FULTON. I yield to the gentle
m ::?..n from Ohio. 

Mr. SECREST. I would like to point 
out that in my district alone there have 
been over 3,500 home loan applications 
made, and that every one of those vet
erans has received his information from 
the contact officer. 

Mr. FULTON. That shows the fine 
work of these veterans' contact officers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
OSTERTAG]. 

M. OSTERTAG. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise ·n support of this er any other rea
sonable amendment to restore, in whole 
or in part, funds approved in the budg
et estimates intended to support and 
main ain our veteran-contact service 
throughout the United States. 

In my humble judgment this cut of 
more than $5,000,000 goes far beyond 
any point that is wise and in the interest 
of efficiency or economy. This reduc
tion would for all practical purposes de
stroy this essential service. Essential 
because, in addition to the millions of 
veterans w~o lean heavily on the contact 
service for help, thousands of our service 
men and women in returning to civilian 
life will require guidance and attention 
insofar as their adjustment problems are 
concerned. To a certain degree, it is a 
responsibility of our Federal Grlvern
ment to provide out-post service to our 
deserving veterans and I believe these 
veteran-contact offices aid in a measur
able degree to bring about efficiency in 
this important governmental service and 
operation. · 

Mr. Chairman, although I have sup
ported, and I shall continue to support, 
every reasonable proposal to reduce the 
staggering cost of government, I do not 
believe we should destroy this vital serv
ice and I hope that the Members of this 
House will support this worth-while 
adjustment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BROOKS]. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I am 
opposed to the move to cut the Veterans' 
Administration contact representatives 
at the present time. I think it would be 
a great mistake to reduce these offices by 
80 percent at a time when we are calling 
into active service men to fight in Korea. 
I support the Korean rotation policy and 
I believe that we sllould release the men 
who have been in Korea for a long pe
riod of time. At least we should bring -
back home men who have been over in 
Korea a long period of time. I notice 
that the Defense Department recently 
stated the high point in the release of 

Korean veterans will be reached during 
the present summer and will continue 
through the year 1953. With tens of 
thousands of Korean veterans returning 
to this country and being released from 
service, I think it is a very poor time 
to reduce the veteran-contact offices. 
These men are being taken out of civilian 
life, are being required to spend many 
months in foreign and combat service 
and then are being returned to civilian 
life. This is a time when we should be 
prepared to protect their veterans' rights 
and aid .them in asserting Veterans' Ad
ministration claims where they need as
sistance. 

I have the figures on what the pro
posal to reduce these offices will mean to 
my State of Louisiana. In the New 
Orleans district office at the present time 
there are 28 contact representatives. 
They are located either in the central 
office or in suboffices in Lafayette, Baton 
Rouge, Houma and other places through
out south Louisiana. This proposal 
would reduce the number from the pres
ent 28 down to 2 or 3 contact representa
tives, all located in the New Orleans of
fice. 

As for the Shreveport regional office, 
at the present time we have 15 contact 
representatives there. They are located 
either in the central office i!l Shreveport, 
the veterans' hospital there in Shreve
port or the suboffices in Alexandria, 
Bastrop, or Monroe. This proposal would 
reduce to two veteran-contact repre
sentatives for that whole area of north 
Louisiana, leaving them in the central 
office. 

The New Orleans regional office has 
handled 7 ,000 cases in the offices and 118 
cases away from the offices. Shreveport 

. regional office has handled 1,928 in the 
o:jice and 8 away from the central 
office. The State of Louisiana does pro
vide for State representatives. They 
are doing an excellent job and work 
without regard to political factionalism 
and serve the needs of our veterans ef
ficiently and well. I would do nothing 
to disturb that set-up in Louisiana. On 
the other hand, I think we should have 
the help which the Budget Bureau rec
ommends even in my own State of Loui
siana. In the other States which do not 
provide so well for this service, the need 
for veteran-contact representatives is 
overwhelming and most pressing. I hope 
that we will restore t)le budget cut. 

Mr. Speaker, I insert at the conclusion 
of my remarks the telegram which I re
cently received from Commander Donald 
R. Wilson, national commander of the 
American Legion, in regard to this mat
ter: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 17, 1952. 
Hon. OVERTON BROOKS, 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Independent offices appropriation bill 
which comes up for consideration March 
19 practically e:liminates contact services for 
veterans throughout entire country. De
mand for this service constantly increasing 
due to large numbers Korean veterans being 
discharged. Respectfully urge restoration to 
amount approved by Bureau of Budget. 
Thanks and regards. 

DONALD R. WILSON, 
National Commander, the American 

Legion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. WIER]. 

Mr. WIER. Mr. Chairman, in the 
short time of 1 % minutes available to 
us it is rather hard to go into the de
tails of some of the problems I have had, 
and I know that every Member of the 
House has had many of the problems I 
have received from veterans. I have a 
file ~ feet high of veterans' problems 
that have arisen. since the Korean mess 
broke out. 

It does happen that as a member of 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars for 28 
years, and having played quite an active 
part in the post to which I belong, I have 
had considerable experience, because in 
Minneapolis and St. Paul we have the 
Fort Snelling Veterans' Hospital, and 
problems have come to me on many oc
casions because of the proximity of that 
hospital to my district. 

Just yesterday I had to take up with 
the central office here in Washington the 
question of the Korean veterans. I 
wrote the department down here with 
regard to the reissue of section 2, cir
cular 26, to provide out-patient treat
m ent for these Korean veterans who are 
pending adjudication of their claims to 
the out-patient list; in other words, our 
Korean veterans are on the waiting list 
even for out-patient care. 

I want to subscribe to the McGrath 
amendment and ask for the defeat of 
the Davis of Georgia amendment. I 
have every respect for him in his effort 
to try to compromise this situation, but 
in his explanation he certainly described 
to this House the very severe cut that is 
going to be occasioned in many of these 
hospitals. I think that contact work is 
the most important work there is in con
nection with the needs of veterans. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from New Hamp
shire [Mr. COTTON]. 

(Mr. COTTON asked and was given 
permission to yield the time a 1.lotted to 
h im to Mr. PHILLIPS.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RossJ. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the Davis amendment, 
which would restore only approximately . 
612 Veterans' Administration contact 
officers to the pending bill, and in sup
port of the McGrath amendment, which 
would reinstate an additional 1,226, 
making a total of 1,526. 

I oppose the Davis amendment with
out at all reflecting upon the sincerity of 
purpose of the gentleman from Georgia. 
I know from personal knowledge of his 
great interest in the welfare of the vet
eran and I have reason to believe that he 
has introduced his amendment to restore 
612 contact officers because he is con
cerned that the McGrath amendment 
will be defeated. 

Mr. Chairman, when I was here in the 
Congress in 1947 and 1948, I had the 
honor of serving on the Committee on 
Veterans' Affairs. I know some of the 
problems of the veterans and of the 
necessary service performed by the Vet
erans' Administration contact officers, 
and I concur wholeheartedly with the 
views presented here by the distin-
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guished chairman of the Veterans' Af
fairs Committee, the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN], and the rank
ing minority member, the distinguished 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. 
ROGERS]. 

I hope the McGrath amendment will 
pass, Mr. Chairman, because I believe it 
would be a serious mistake to eliminate 
these contact officers at this time, when 
they are performing such vital service to · 
the veteran, and when so many new 
veterans are returning from the Korean 
war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. GREEN]. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, in the 
short time allotted to me, it is very diffi
cult to present any strong argument to 
you. I want to say I am 100 percent in 
favor of the McGrath amendment, and 
opposed to the amendment presented by 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. DAVIS]. 
I hope that the Members of the Con~ess 
realize the good work that the contact 
officers do. In Philadelphia they have 
done an outstanding and admirable job. 
I can only think of what would happen 
to my office if they cut down the con
tact officers. How any Member of 
Congress who has daily contacts with 
his people, and with the great number 
of veterans we have in our districts to
day, and the number we are going to 
have as a result of the Korean situation, 
could keep up with that work, it is hard 
for me to believe that an economy of 
this kind is reasonable. I think that 
everything should be done to help the 
veterans of the country. Giving the vet
erans these fine benefits is part of the 
job, but we must give them assistance, 
counsel, and advice. The contact of
ficer does this. I think this is one way 
we can show these fellows that we want 
to do everything that we can to help 
them becau::;e although our offices serve 
them, and my office serves them well, 
and we do a good job for them, many 
times I would be tickled to death to turn 
a particular matter over to somebody 
who is a specialist in a particular field, 
and most of these contact officers are 
specialists. They not only handle Fed
eral matters but handle State and local 
matters for the veter£.ns. They do an 
exce lent job and I hope there is no cut 
in the contact officers. We can do this . 
by voting down the Davis. amendment 
and passing the amendment of my good 
friend from New York [Mr. McGRATH] . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
JAVITS]. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, nobody 
has a right to speak in this debate any 
longer on a cumulative basis. I should 
like to take but a minute to share two 
thoughts with my colleagues. 

One is the relationship here. The 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. MCGRATH], which 
I support, seeks to restore a budget esti
mate of $7,231,329. If you will look at 

. page 38 of this committee report, you 
will find that we are spending some
thing like $3,500,000,000 for the services 
upGn which contact officers are to advise. 
These include compensation, pensions, 

readjustment benefits, hospitalization, 
and so forth. 

This seven and a quarter million dol
lars is the human element, which is in
volved here. You can give a man all 
the benefits in the world, but if he is 
frustrated, lost, and has to wander 
around to get them, and feel his soul 
seared iri the process, he will not ap
preciate it. So the budget provision for 
contact officers is to make it convenient 
and comf orbble and sensible for the 
veterans to get with a full heart almost 
$3,500,000,000 of benefits. I submit to 
you, it is just not right and it just does 
not add up. The least we ought to do is 
to provide for these contact officers. 
Secondly, I think I am one of a group of 
those veterans in the House of Repre
sentatives who are very careful about any 
measure which has dealt with bonuses or 
other efforts to just compensate the vet
eran because he was a veteran. There
fore, I think it is up to us as veterans to 
fight the hardest for an amendment like 
this, which represents tangible and in
trinsic value important to a Ill.an's soul 
as well as to his well being and that of 
his family. I hope very much the House 
will grant this very meritorious increase. 

The whole situation is well put in a 
telegram from the American Legion, De
partment of New York, in suppart of the 
amendment of our colleague [Mr. Mc
GRATH]. This telegram is signed by State 
Commander James V. Demarest, and I 
quote from it: 

The American Legion, Department of New 
York, vigorously protests drastic reduction 
in Veterans' Acministration contact service 
budget • • • if enacted would virtually 
wipe out that service and place tremendous 
additional burden on veterans' organiza
tions who are not physically equipped to 
assume it. The service which is to be re
duced in New York State handles over 200,-
000 operations monthly with 262 employees. 
Proposed reduction amounts to approxi
mately 90 percent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Massachu
setts [Mr. DONOHUE]. 

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of the McGrath amend
ment, which will restore this money for 
contact officers in the Veterans' Admin
istration. 

Mr. Chairman, in all this deliberation 
en whether or not we should retain the 
Contact Services Divisions of the Vet
erans' Administration, it seems to me 
that our decision should be based on 
sensible consideration of the basic facts 
involved, which have mostly been over
looked. 

In the first instance, I would like to 
emphasize that the original appropria
tion to maintain these services was not 
recommended by the agency itself nor 
by any prejudiced source but by the Bu
reau of the Budget. 

A few other fundamental facts tn be 
observed are that the advice and guid
ance provided through the Veterans' 
Administration Contact Service to our 
some eighteen million veterans is ex
tended to the widows and orphan chil
dren of the heroes who gave up their 
lives, which brings the number of per
sons involved to approximately sixty mil-

lion; God forbid that we should forget 
the needs of the families and veterans 
of the Korean war which are still to be 
met. 

It is said that a part of the work per
formed by the contact services can be 
done by the service officers of the various 
veterans' organizations but in analyzing 
that shallow claim we need but reflect 
that about one-fifth of our veterans be
long to such organizations and the serv
ice officers are chosen each year at an
nual post elections; substantially what 
this means is that, just as the service 
officer is beginning to acquaint himself 
with the multitudinous rules surround
ing veterans' benefits and entitlements, 
he is replaced by another individual who 
must start the learning process all over 
again. Earnest and industrious as such 
service officers are admitted to be, we 
cannot sensibly compare them with the 
skilled and trained contact man in the 
Veterans' Administration office who is 
doing the job every day. 

I am in entire sympathy with those 
who would mainly place· their judgment 
in this matter on the basis of economy. 
No one has been more energetic than I 
in advocating the elimination of non
essential Government spending in this 
time of heavy taxation burdens due to 
our necessary war-production program. 
As I have said before, and will repeat 
again, we must not blind ourselves to the 
fact that there is a real difference be
tween sound economy and false economy. 
In my conviction the approval of an ade
quate appropriation to provide the vet
erans of this country, and their surviving 
family members, with the skilled guid
ance of the contact-services personnel 
of the Veterans' Administration is very 
sound economy. 

It would be an obvious contradiction, 
as well as an unwarranted cynical rebuff 
to our own American citizens to say, in 
one and the same breath, that we can 
give financial assistance to almost every 
country on the earth, including some 
with totalitarian governments, and we 
cannot afford to insure adequate services 
to the most deserving of our American 
citizens and families. It might, indeed, 
be a course fraught with tragic conse
quences if at a time when we are recall
ing veterans and drafting young men, 
we deliver this morale destructive blow 
under the guise of picayune ecoricmy by 
wiping out the full and adequate serv
ices offered by the Veterans' Adminis
tration contact personnel. 

The amount of money is comparatively 
little and the morale factor involves the 
very heart of our defense preparations, 
the individuals who are being compelled 
to leave their homes and employment to 
enter the military service. 

In full justice to them and their fam
ilies, I urge you, my colleagues, to join 
with me in supporting their cause. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Ur. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

M:r. DONOHUE. I yield. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. Chairman, I am 

a so supporting the McGrath aoend
ment. I think it is a proper amzndment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
n izes the gentleman from Massachus2tts 
[Mr. PHILBIN]. 
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Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Chairman, I in
tend to support the McGrath amend
ment. I hope the House will vote to 
reinstate the services of the contact offi
cers both in my State and in every State 
throughout the country. 

The cuts which have been made by the 
subcommittee in the Veterans' Admin
istration Contact Service budget would, 
if they are not nullified by the House, 
work the greatest of hardship upon vet
erans and their families throughout the 
country. 

In the State of Massachusetts alone, 
these cuts, if they were carried out, would 
leave only one single office at Boston to 
serve the entire State. I think that the 
House can readily understand just what 
this means. It means that widows, de
pendents, and disabled veterans, sick and 
infirm veterans, will in a large number 
of cases receive no contact advisory serv
ice whatever, or be compelled to t ravel 
long distances in order to get it. 

Obviously, tlle single office at Boston 
would be overcrowded, its personnel 
overworked and not in a position to ren
der the advice and assistance wh ·ch this 
Congress int~mds should be accorded to 
every veteran and every veteran case. 
Such a situaticn will unquestionably 
have a grave effect upon veterans and 
their fami!ies in my State, and what is 
true of my State applies generally to 
the whole country. 

The record shows that I have favored 
economy and efficiency in the Federal 
Government, but, frankly, I must unal
terably oppose a policy masquerading 
under the name of economy that will 
deny to our veterans, their families and 
dependents, the very meager and mini
mum advice and assistance they require 
to secure proper hospital ·zation, disabil
ity allowances, pens'ons, compensation, 
clinical services, educational training, 
and other r ights to which they may be 
entitled by laws which the Congress has 
enacted for their benefit. 

I have received a very large number of 
protests against the proposed closing of 
contact offices in my district and State, 
not only from various veterans' organi
zations but f om very many individual 
veterans, members of their families, as 
well as civic-minded organ·zat'ons and 
citizens, all of whom r ealize that a dis
t inct and great injustice would be done 
the cause of the veteran by the applica
tion of this most unwise curtailment. 

We have been spending billions and 
billions of dolla-s for the benefit of peo
ples and nations all over the earth. The 
very least we can do, in my opinion, is 
to see to it that nothing is left undone 
by this Congress to help our own veter
ans and people who in so many ways 
have unse fish_y served ou.r Nation and 
to whom we are so greatly indebted. 

I hope and urge that the House will 
t ake a realistic, as we 1 as a h umane, 
posit:on on this question and not be 
swerved from our purpose by popular 
catch words. One oft _e first and most 
sacred duties of this Congress is to pro-
tect the rights and entitlements which 
Congress itself has so wisely conferred 
upcn our loyal veterans. This is a good 
chance to show where we stand toward 
the veteran. 

I will, therefore, vote for this amend
ment and I hope that the cuts that have 
been made in this important budgetary 
item will be promptly restored. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILBIN. I yield. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I like

wise am supporting the McGrath amend
ment . 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

··There was no objection. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I think 

we would be very unwise at this time to 
limit the veteran's contact with his Gov
ernment. Korean veterans are now be
ing discharged at the rate of 20,000 
per month. They have performed an 
epic service for the people of this Nation. 
They are entitled to every consideration. 
They should be given the same rights, 
benefits, and privileges as are enjoyed 
by veterans Gf World War II. 

The subcommittee has cut, or recom
mended the cut of, the contact service 
by 80 percent. 

I urge the House to adopt the McGrath 
amendment. It will restore a substan
tial portion Gf the contact service, though 
it will still be less than the service en
joyed by veterans this year by one-third. 

The veterans' organizations themselves 
do a wonderful job in this field, but it 
must be remembered that not more than 
one veteran out of four belongs to a 
veterans' organization. I am interested 
in seeing the unorganized veteran h ave 
good contact with the Veterans' Admin
istration. 

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to yie d the balance 
of my time to the distinguished gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. VAN 
ZANDT]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of t~ e gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. VAN ZANDT]. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr . Chairman, un
doubtedly when the members of the sub
committee speak they will endeavor to 
point out that already the several States 
are appropriating miLions of dollars for 
service officers which duplicates-the con
ta~t officers furnished by the Veterans' 
Administrat~on. May I say to the mem
bers of the committee th.at 26 States 
appropriate funds to aid organized vet
erandom in providing service officers to 
assist veterans, while 24 States, includ
ing 2 Ter:ritorial posts, do not provide a 
penny. 

The American Legion last year spent 
$650,000 for rehabilitation work; the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars spent $450,-
000; the Disabled American Veterans 
spent $3GO,OOO. But you cannot stop 
there. The several State departments 
of these veterans' organizations spend 
thousands of dollars likewi-e, and so do 
the county councils, so do the district 
organizations, and likewise the posts. 

Mr. MORRIS. Does it not stand to 
reason that with the Korean war on we 
should expand the service rather than 
contract it? 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. That is what I am 
coming to. With 61,000,000 American 
people eligible for benefits, the contact 
officers provided by the VA and the serv
ice officers provided by the various vet
erans' organizations only scratch the 
surface when it comes to assisting the 
veteran and his dependents. 

Go into the various hospitals, whether 
they be Army, Navy, VA, er what, and 
you will find long lines of veterans wait
ing to receive assistance from VA contact 
officers. 

Frankly, the VA conta~t officers and 
the veterans' groups' service officers to
day cannot do the job of assisting the 
veteran and his dependents simply be
cause the veteran population is already 
too large, or, in other words, the load is 
too great. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. MULTER] is recog
nized. 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD and 
yield the balance of my time to Mr. 
KLEIN. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in support of the McGrath amendment .. 
I believe that the budget estimate for 
the Veterans' Administration was a fair 
and proper one and that it should not 
have been cut as proposed by the Ap
propriations Committee. I urge the 
Congress to increase the amount a3 con
tained in H. R. 7072 to the amount as 
recommended by the Budget Bureau. 

I have received many letters and tele
grams from veterans and veterans' 
organizations, urging this action. Time 
will not permit me to read all of them. I 
do desire to read at this time the letter 
received by me from Bernard Weitzer, 
national legislative director of the Jewish 
War Veterans of the United States, as 
follows: 

MARCH 19, 1952. 
Hon. ABRAHAM J. MULTER, 

House Office Bui lding, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN MULTER: I know that 
you have been on the floor all afternoon 
fighting against the monstrous cut in the 
Veterans' Administrat ion appropriations in 
cluded in H. R. 7072. It is d ifficu t to p ic
ture adequately the harm wb ich will be in 
flicted upon veterans all over the United 
States should the recommendation of the 
Appropriations Committee as embodied in 
this bill, be accepted. 

The Bureau of the Budget had already 
made a cut in the request from the VA, 
which the VA had already pared down from 
last year's budget. 

May I call your attention to just one item 
which if approved by the Hou se, could very 
well cause chaos in the VA to the great dis• 
advantage of veterans, and which wou_d en
tirely negate the intent of Congress in au
thorizing the vetera:rs' benefits program. I 
am referring to the cut from the Budget 
Bureau's request for contact, offices and per
sonnel, from $7,231,329 to $1,435,499. This 
is not meat-ax economy; it is steam-roller 
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economy. Typical is the result which you 
would see in the New York regional office 
where contact personnel would be reduced 
from 199 employees to approximately 30. 
Can we imagine how effectively such a cut 
would block veterans from filing or getting 
action on their claims? The chances are that 
you and other Members of the House would 
have to add one or two clerks in your offices 
just to handle the complaints that would 
pour in on you, and you would not be able 
to get much action from VA headquarters 
because the contact personnel at head
quarters are likewisr due for a cut. Head
quarters would be flooded with complaints 
which would slow up the entire VA opera
tion. Remember that Ko:'"ea has already 
created 100,000 more veteran claimants and 
unfortunately, will probably create thou
sands more. These claimants, in many 
cases, will have problems which are urgent 
and their needs will require prompt atten
tion. There will, of course, also be the mil
lions of veterans from among those current
ly in our Armed Forces who will be entitled 
to GI benefits whose needs may not be so 
urgent but who are entitled to prompt and 
clear answers to their questions and adju
dication of the rights which they may have. 
Is it fair to frustrate these men whom we 
have called to serve their country, by un
due delays? I am confident that you will 
see to it that this injustice is not perpe
trated. 

This item is a key cut but there are many 
others which are just as serious and which 
I hope you will fight by restoring to the ap
propriations, the original amounts recom
mended by the Bureau of the Budget. 

With all good wishes, 
Cordially yours, 

BERNARD WEITZER, 
National Legislative Director, Jewish 

War Veterans of the United States. 

I also would like to read the telegram 
from Edward I. Condren, department 
commander of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, as follows: 

NEW YORK, N. Y., March 19, 1952. 
Hon. ABRAHAM J . MULTER, 

House Office Building, 
W ashington, D. C.: 

Members Veterans of Foreign Wars ym,ir 
district urge and petition you to vote favor
ably for Budget Bureau estimates for Vet
erans' Administration. Reduction in VA 
personnel and appropriations would deprive 
veterans and their dependents of adequate 
and efficient service. Members of VFW this 
State will be ever grateful for your support. 

EDWARD I. CONDREN, 
Departmen t Commander. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. KLEIN] is recog
nized. 

Mr. KEARNEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KLEIN. I yield. 
Mr. KEARNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
m~:>:ks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEARNEY. Mr. Chairman, in 

supporting the McGrath amendment, I 
do so with .the f e~ling that while cuts 
can be maae··in the cost of operation in 
the Veterans' Administration, the cuts 
should not be made in the contact offi
cers' services. 

I have been of the opinion for many 
years that thousands of employees of 
Government could and should be sev
ered from the Federal payroll. The dif-

ficulty in this proposed cut is that it 
goes to the heart of the veterans' pro
gram. With the cost of the rehabilita
tion program running well over $3,000,-
000,000, a necessary complement of con
tact officers all over the country are 
necessary for the proper processing of 
veterans' claims. Bear in mind the tre
mendous case load now before the Vet
erans' Administration and compare that 
with the additional case load of the vari
ous veterans' organizations and the tre
mendous amount they are spending 
which runs into the hundreds of thou
sands of dollars. Bear in mind the thou
sands of cases that are being returned 
from the so-called police action in Ko
rea and no one knows how long it will 
continue. The case load is increasing
not decreasing. The proposed cut will 
work immeasurable harm to the disabled 
both in and out of the hospitals. The 
care of the disabled is first; make the 
cuts in other bureaus of the Veterans' 
AdministratJon. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KLEIN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LANE. :.1r. Chairman, I rise to 

support the McGrath ar:iendment. 
Taxes are going up, but the services 

we promised to the veterans of all wars 
are being slashed. 

Now economy is a fine thing when it 
works. 

Penny-pinching savings that cause far 
more damage than good have a way of 
being far more expensive in the end. 
When the hatchet strikes at one essen
tial service of the Government without 
thought as to the consequences, the in
evitable bill for surgical repairs doubles 
the cost. 

Why the Government should pick on 
the veterans first is beyond understand
ing or sufferance. 

Especially when a $6,000,000 cut, in 
round figures, in contact office service to 
the veterans will eliminate local aid to 
the disabled and throw the burden on 
the VA staffs in the few and scattered 
big cities. 

One would expect the Government to 
go after t he billion or more in legit imate 
t axes from the vice lords and others, 
which these elements are withholding 
from the Treasury, instead of crippling 
the functions of the VA with small but 
disastrous economies. 

First, let us look at the savings them
selves on the basis of figures alone. 

Percentagewise, the reduction for the 
VA contact offices amounts to about one 
fourteen-thousandth of the budget for 
the fiscal year 1952. 

Or one hundred and fortieth of 1 per
cent. Maybe less. 

It would take a microscope to see the 
tiny gain in this economy "bloodcount." 

On the other side of the ledger there 
is our solemn promise to help the vet
erans, their widows, and dependents, 

which can be seen in the laws and can 
be felt in our conscience. 

The credit of the United States Gov
ernment is not measured simply by the 
soundness of the dollar, or its record in 
meeting financial obligations. There is 
also the yardstick of character, deter
mining its success or failure in living up 
to the obligations it has undertaken in 
behalf of its own people. 

If we default on the veterans who have 
always carried the heaviest burden of 
citizenship in sacrifices not limited to a 
budget, then we shall forfeit all claims 
to respect and trust. 

I cannot conceive of a more callous 
inconsistency then to meat-ax the Vet
erans' Administration at a time when 
thousands of veterans are returning, 
broken in health, from the fighting· in 
Korea. The new casualty list of widows 
and orphans is increasing daily. And 
~he young of the land are being sum
moned to military service, some to take 
the places of the fallen in Korea, others 
to stand strong for us in strange places 
and under conditions so difficult that 
time. alone will reveal. 

The Veterans' Administration cannot 
ignore its continuing and increasing re
sponsibilities. True there is a tapering 
off in educational and-on-the-job train
ing benefits with consequent savings to 
the Government for promises fulfilled. 
But the disabled will be with us for so 
many years to come that a grateful Na
tion will insist that all pledges made to 
them will be adequately and honorably 
maintained. The VA will do its job well 
for them; as long as it is not hampered 
by impulsive and ill-considered econ
omies that cause a breakdown in serv
icing the needs of our veterans and their 
dependents. 

The contact offices not only give ad
vice and help in filling out forms for 
benefits due under legislation concern
ing veterans, but give additional assist
ance to the disabled, particularly the 
amputees. These range all the way from 
securing license, registrat ion and plates 
for the automobiles of amputees, to spe
cial tax counsel, and information on 
civil-service opportunit ies for the mil
lions of others who are physically im
paired. 

Bear in mind that the contact officers 
and clerks will be assigned to central 
offices in the few large cities, cutting off 
personal calls at the homes of sick veter
ans, the infirm, and widows tied down 
by youngsters. Under the proposed con
solidation, there will be heartbreaking 
delays. We cannot expect disabled vets 
to travel long distances and then wait 
in long lines for attention to their prob
lems. And we cannot see the value of 
getting a monthly disability check to a 
sick veteran months after he has passed 
away. Overburdened VA staffs in the 
larger cities will be overwhelmed and 
unable to keep up with the concentrated 
workload. 

We in Massachusetts are up in arms 
over this squeeze play, because we are 
veteran-minded. There are many hun
dreds of thousands of veterans in 
the Commonwealth, and the concentra
tion of schools and colleges and hospitals 
in this area is a service to veterans from 
New England and beyond. 
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We recall with a mingling of "I told 
you so," and "It can :iappen again," the 
economy wave of 1943-44 that hit the 
VA and how it backfired. 

To cure the resulting paralysis, the 
employees who were let go had to be 
called back in a hurry. But this was not 
enough to untangle the pile up of claims. 
More employees had to be hired and 
trained in VA operations before they 
could be of help. 

We cannot afford to repeat that foolish 
experience in the name of economy that 
turns out to be extra-ragance in disguise. 

The veterans of this Nation know 
what it is to be the target of enemy ac
tion, and many of them will endure the 
painful effect of that experience-for life. 
The least we can do for them now and 
for tbe rest of their days is to protect 
them from the snipers who would cut 
down the benefits and services that we 

· owe to all men and wonien who have 
given to their country in a manner that 
can never be repaid in full. 

The VA needs this amendment to head 
off the proposed curtailment of service 
not of its own making. 

This can be compensated for many 
times over in other agencies of Govern
ment where economy will not directly 
affect human beings. 

Before that time, it is necessary for 
us to authorize an appropriation to 
maintain contact offices at the local level. 

And by so doing to keep faith with all 
veterans, past and future 

I sincerely hope that the McGrath 
amendment will prevail. 

Mr. KLEIN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
yielded so much time that I probably 
have left just about enough time to say 
that I support the McGrath amendment, 
and am opposed to the Davis amend
ment. 

To cut this item I think is foolish 
economy. There may .be room for. econ
omy in the Veterans' Administration, 
but I say -to my friend the gentleman 

· from Texas, chairman of the subcom
. mittee, that if I had my way while I 
might make the Veterans' Administra
tion take a cut, I would not do it in this 
item. I would cut General Gray; I would 
cut him out entirely. I think the Vet
terans' Administration })as a great deal 
to learn about public relations, and par
ticularly its administrator. If you want 
to cut, I would start with the office of 
General Gray, and the first one should 
be Mr. Gray, himself. 

We had a situation in New York, and 
not only in New York but in Massachu
setts and Virginia, I believe, where they 
decided to cut out certain offices and 
consolidate them. This was done under 
the guise of economy. So they went into 
Philadelphia and either leased or bought 
a building, uprooted the employees in 
those three offices, many of whom either 
had to sell their homes and move to 
Philadelphia, or in many other ways 
break up families. This meant that 
many employees had to leave their fami
lies, with double expense of mairttaining 
the family in one city, and themselves 
in another. This naturally led to worry 
and unhappiness on the part of the em
ployee, with the attendant loss of effi
ciency on his or her part. 

Yet, when Members of Congress from 
these three States, led by the very able 
and distinguished gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts [Mrs. ROGERS] attempted 
to see Mr. Gray to protest, he would not 
give us the courtesy of seeing us, and 
passed us off to one of his deputies. In 
my own city, we have a splendid VA 
regional office. Its manager, Charles 
Reichert, a man of great ability, who has 
devoted a lifetime to the veteran and 
his affairs, is doing a -great job-both he 
and his staff. 

It is regrettable that Mr. Gray does 
. -not follow the · example set· by Mr. 

Reichert· and so many others in the VA, 
_particularly with regard to courtesy to 
_ Members of Congress, whose only desire 
. it is to better the welfare and treatment 

accorded to the veterans of this country. 
The CHAIRMAN:-- The time of the 

gentleman from New York has expired. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from New Jersey [Mr. CANFIELDL 
Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in support of the McGRATH amendment. 
The testimony I am receiving from the 

Legion, the VFW, the Disabled Veterans, 
and the Amvets, is distinctly contrary to 
the testimony being received by the 

· gentleman from Texas. I could never 
justify my voting for an 80 percent cut 
in this veterans' item, particularly at a 
time when we are making new veterans 
every day. 

Now, our Korean veterans have some 
beefs against this Go¥ernment and those 
beefs are well grounded. One is that we 
do not call that conflict a war. Another 

, is that the Congress has been slow and 
remiss in legislating. benefits for those 

, veterans. News of any such cut will not 
be well received by them. 

I 'Nas :::ecretary to a Member of Con-
gress for many years after World War I 

. and, beli~ve me, if there was ~ver a vet

. erans'. contact officer on Capitol Hill I 
~ was tha._t ipd:i.viqlJ~. _ Mqst _of my time 
. Fa~ spent upon hundreds, yes thousands, 
, of cases_ that- came in over the years. 
Our files got so big and so extensive we 
had to get a special room up in the attic 

: of the Old House Office Building to store 
the same, and if anybody wants to see 
them today I can show them. 

I agree with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. VAN ZANDT], who has 
fought in World War I and in World War 
II, who was thrice Commander of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, that we in our 
own offices are going to take on a new and 
onerous task if we do not maintain these 
contact officers in the Veterans' Admin
istration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BUSBEY]. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, as I sat 
here and listened to the debate on this 
particular amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Mc
GRATH] and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. DAVIS] my mind went back to 1917 
when an outfit I had the honor to serve 
with was stationed at Camp Mills in New 
York. Before we sailed overseas the 
Governor of the great State of Illinois 
came down there to give us a talk. He 
stood on the platform before our regi
ments and with tears streaming down 

his cheeks he said: "Boys, when you come 
back nothing will be too good for you." 

They all said that. Many of these 
boys never came back. You can visit 
these hospitals and see men, veterans of 
World War I, who will never get out of 
them alive. 

If we are going to entrust the destiny 
of this Nation to people who are going 
to lead us into wars, we better think 
about the cost of it when the wars are 
over or when these boys come home. 
rt would be a sad and unfortunate thing 
for this Congress not to furnish contact 
men as provided under the language of 

_ the amendment offered by my colleague, 
. the gentleman from New York [Mr. Mc

GRATH]. . Yes, I am not one .of those who . 
- agreed to the philosophy that the serv-
. iceman is not entitled to special prefer

ences. It we are going to pick these boy~ 
up, put them on the battlefield to be shot 
at and possibly be killed, disrupt their 
regular way of life and their future hopes 
of getting into business and getting an 
education, the least we can do is furnish 
a few contact men for them. I sincerely 
believe the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. McGRATH] should 
be supported by the Members of this 
body. 

The CHAIRMAN. The C.pair recog
nizes the gentleman from California 
[Mr. PHILLIPSl. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, the 
issue before the committee today is not 
whether the veterans are going to have 
contact offices, but what amount is nec
e::sary for that contact advice, and 
whether we duplicate other services. 
That was in the minds of the subcom
mittee members when this item was 

- brought to us. Some of us in this House 
are old enough to remember the Econo
my Act of 1933 and the tragedies that 
came from that Act, which was the out
come of · the spending movement in the 

. days prior to 1933. 
- I think we . should remember, Mr . 
_Chairman, that when our hearts bleed 
·upon the floor of the House, they do. not 
always bleed -blood; they bleed dollars. 

- I think we should wonder whether, for a 
few moments' temporary credit in this 

· debate, we can take the chance of pay
ing the veterans not with a 50-cent dol
lar, as we are paying them with now, but 
with a 40-cent dollar, which is inevitable 

· if we continue deficit spending. The vet
erans. with the consent and the support 
of all Members of this House, are the 
recipients of over $2,700,000,000 of this 
budget alone, indemnities and benefits, 
which is a thousand times the amount 
proposed by the gentleman from Geor
gia [Mr. DAVIS ] . Do you want those 
payments made in cheaper dollars? I 
hope the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia will be adopted, because 
that would be adequate, in the opinion 
of the subcommittee, and would allow 
$4,333,085 for contact work in the next 
year. 

Contact work is presently carried on 
by the States, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has said, by the counties, 
by the cities, by the American Legion, 
by the VFW and the DAV and other or
ganizations. 

The finest contact man in my experi
ence was a man who never drew a dollar 
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from any public fund but who, in the 
post of which I myself have been a mem
ber for more than 25 years, made his 
job 1~ that post, as a volunteer, to see 
that the veterans knew what their bene
fits were. The place to provide veterans 
with this kind of information, as the 
gentleman from Connecticut has said, is 
when they get out of the service. I hope 
that the Members of this House will con
sider very seriously whether it is neces
sary to return the full request of the 
Bureau of the Budget. This would prob
ably be the only item in the bill of an 
administrative nature, in which we al
lowed the full amount. It would be de
sirable, if we support either amendment, 
to support the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. DAvisl. 
In my opinion, that is as far as this 
Congress ought to go if we are to protect 
the money which gives the veterans the 
compensation and the other benefits 
which they so well deserve. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. The gentleman 
mentioned a moment ago about the 
member of his post who handled the 
veterans' affairs. 

Mr. PffiLLIPS. Yes, I did. 
Mr. VAN ZANDT. He is not a contact 

officer; he is an accredited representative 
of the American Legion to the Veterans' 
Administration, and for that reason he 
does not have the same right or the 
same privileges that the contact officer 
has. 

Mr. PmLLIPS. He did as good or 
better job than the paid contact officers. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle
man from Louisiana. 

Mr. BROOKS. Does not the gentle
man feel that this is a very unfortunate 
time to make this reduction when the De
fense Department tells us, and tells us in 
no uncertain terms, that the high poi~t 
in releasing Korean veterans will be 
reached this summer and will continue 
at least during the year 1953? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. No, I do not think 
there is any bad time in the history of a 
nation to prevent a deterioration of its 
money, especially when duplicating 
services are given, in the opinion of the 
members of the committee, you set up to 
save you from bankruptcy. 

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PmLLIPS. I yield to the gentle
man from Dela ware. 

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware. I have been 
advised, and I think I recall that this is 
so, that this Congress appropriated 
money in the past to have a management 
survey made of the whole Veterans' Ad
ministration. 

Mr. PmLLIPS. And it is not yet in. 
Mr. BOGGS of Delaware. That sur

vey is now being made by Booze, Allen & 
Humphreys, a management-survey firm. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. That is correct. 
Mr. BOGGS of Delaware. And that is 

due sometime early in April, in the next 
couple of weeks, and that will cover this 
subject. 

M:--. PHILLIPS. The gentleman is cor
rect. We could well wait for that report 
before making this decision. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog
. nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

THOMAS]. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. · Chairman, we 

have heard some very fine, clear, lucid 
statements on the subject, but in the 
beginning let me kindly state to the 
House that there is not a one of us 
now-let us not kid ourselves-who has 
a monopoly on our desire to help the vet
eran. Let us get that debunked first. 
And there are so very few men on the 
:floor of this House who have ever voted 
against a single veterans' benefit that you 
can put them in the ,palm of your one 
hand. Now let us "debunk" that. As 
far as this subcommittee is concerned, 
with one little tiny de:fiection, there is not 
a single man on it that has ever voted 
against a · single dime of benefit, and cer
tainly I have not. 

Now, let us not arrogate unto ourselves 
all the patriotism and all the knowledge 
and all the sanctity. Now the amend
ment offered by my good friend, the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Mc
GRATHJ-and I love that New York Irish
man; he is a gentleman and a scholar
restores the cut. Our distinguished 
friend, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
DAVIS] Testores half the cut. 

I do not yield to any of you in the de
sire to help the veterans. I do not think 
you know too much more than we know 
about it. We are going to say you know 
a little bit more, but we are not going 
to give you too much of the edge, now. 
But I repeat to my colleagues with every 
ounce of sincerity that I possess that it 
will not hurt the veteran-get my word
one iota, and you know it deep down in 
your conscience. You are not taking one 
red 5 cents worth of service from him 
that cannot be dispensed with. If any
body is going to be hurt it might be a 
little handful of jobholders. How many 
do they have over there now? Let un get 
right down to the case. If we had al
most that many troops in Korea we 
would be a whole lot better off. We just 
have 180,000 jobs in the Veterans' Ad
ministration now. You make all this 
noise about taking off about 1,000 or 
1,200 that are not rendering one red 5 
cents worth of service, and you know it 
and I know it. There are some people 
who get up here on the :floor--

Mr. VAN ZANDT. A statement like 
that is not true, and the gentleman 
knows it. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman can 
use his own judgment and I can use mine. 
The gentleman does not have a monop
oly on this subject, I may say to my 
friend. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Nor do you. 
Mr. THOMAS. Even though he may 

think he does. 
It has been suggested here that they 

ought to restore these contact offices to 
get the pressure off Members. That is 
not fair to the Members. I venture to 
say that every Member on this :floor 
writes his veterans, and when he is at 
home through speeches, he says, "Write 
me if I can help you." I know you do be
cause I do it, and I have never turned 
one down yet, and you have not either, 

and you know you have not and you will 
not. That is a part of your job, and you 
do your job and you do it well. 

Back in your home county and in your 
home city you have contact officers paid 
for by your local people and these great 
service organizations back home. I have 
been a member of the Legion for 20 
years, with pride and joy. · My post 
helps, your post helps, and every post 
will. Why? Those posts are set up for 
just one thing. It is not profit. It is 
for service. Service to whom? To the 
veterans. They put that army to work 
in addition to your civilian helpers, that 
army of 180,000 in the Veterans' Admin
istration. 

Now, think about your service ofilces 
paid for by your cities and your counties 
and your Legion posts. Is that all? 
Why, no. In those budgets you are go
ing to consider next week there is more. 
In the Labor Department there is $2.85,-
000 in the budget to help contact work 
for the veterans. Is that all? No. In 
this bill y:m are considering now there 
is some money in the item for the Civil 
Service Commission to help the veterans. 

Are we going to. spend our money on 
jobs, unnecessary jobs? What did the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. TEAGUE] say, 
and bless him, he is shot all ov.er the map 
so far as hi:.. body is concerned. Do you 
think he would misrepresent it? You 
heard what he said. But who is going 
to get hurt? Are you taking one penny 
away from the veterans? In this budget 
alone there is approximately $3,500,000,-
000 for benefits. I am not going to call 
the number of figures because I hav.e 
been told that that might hurt our secu
r'ty and give away the number of troops 
in Korea. Those chaps are entitled to 
these benefits and you know it, and you 
are going to give it to them sooner or 
later, just as soon as that great commit
tee headed by my friend from Mississippi 
[Mr. RANKIN] and the gentlewoman 
from Massachusetts [Mrs. ROGERS] bring 
in the bill. You know it is coming. 
What will it cost? $1,000,000,000 extra, 
$2,000,000,000 extra? Regardless of what 
it is, we are going to pay the bill. 

Now, are you going to spend some 
money for jobs or are you going to give 
it to these veterans who rightfully de
serve it in the form of benefits? 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amend
ment o:ff ered by my good friend from 
New York be voted down and I ask that 
the substitute be voted down. If you 
must adopt one of the two, I ask you to 
adopt the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of th~ 
gentleman from Texas has expired. All 
time for debate on the amendment has 
expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. DAVIS] to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
McGRATH]. 

The question was taken, and on a di
vision <demanded by Mr. DAVIS of Geor
gia) there were-ayes 47, noes 117. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. McGRATH]. 
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The question was taken; and on a di
v1s1on <demanded by Mr. McGRATH) 
there were-ayes 109, noes 93. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. McGRATH 
and Mr. THOMAS. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
134, noes 108. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there further 

amendments to this paragraph? If not, 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
WAR CLAIMS COMMISSION 

PAYMENT OF CLAIMS 
F or payment of claims, as authorized by 

the War Claims Act of 1948, as amended, from 
funds deposited in the Treasury to the credit 
of the war claims fund created by section 
13 (a) of said act, such sums as may be 
necessary, to be available to the Secretary 
of the Treasury for p ayment of claims under 
sections 4 (a), 4 (b) (2), 5 (a) through (e), 
6, and '7 of said act to the payees n amed 
and in the amounts stated in certifications 
by the War Claims Commission and the 
Secretary of Labor or their duly authorized 
representatives, which certificat ions shall be 
in lieu of any vouchers which might other
wise be required: Provided, That this ap
propriation shall not be available for admin
istrative expenses: Provided further, That no 
claims shall be allowed or paid under the 
provisions of said War Claims Act of 1948 
from any funds other than those covered 
into the Treasury pursuant to the provisions 
of section 39 of the Trading With the Enemy 
Act of October 6, 1917, as amended, as pro
vided by section 13 (a) of said War Claims 
Act of 1948. 

CHANGE IN PROGRAM 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to strike out the last word on page 
42 under War Claims Commission, for 

. the purpose of making a brief announce
ment for the benefit of the Members. 

On yesterday I announced that the 
bill <H. R. 5012> amending the Navy ra
tion statute relating to oleomargarine 
would be on the program for next week. 
At the request of the chairman of the 
Committee on the Armed Services that 
bill is being displaced and will not be 
any part of the program for next week. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
Public Housing Administration: Of the 

amounts available by or pursuant to law for 
the administrative expenses of the Public 
Housing Administration in r.arrying out 
duties imposed by or pursuant to law includ
ing funds appropriated by title I of this act 
and not to exceed $205,000 of the funds ap
propriated for such expenses under the head 
"Defense Housing" in the Second Supple
mental Appropriation Act, 1952, not to ex
ceed $11,455,000 shall be available for such 
expenses, including purchase of not to exceed 
three passenger motor vehicles, for replace
ment only; not to exceed $6:i:O,OOO for ex
penses of travel; and expenses of attendance 
at meetings of organizations concerned with 
the work of the Administration: Provided, 
That necessary expenses of providing repre
sentatives of the Administration at the sites 
of non-Federal projects in connection with 
the construction of such non-Federal proj
ects by public housing agencies with the aid 
of the Administration, shall be compensated 
by such agencies by the payment of fixed 
fees which in the aggregate in relation to 
the development costs of such projects will 
cover the costs of rendering such services, 
and expenditures by the Administration for 

such purpose shall be considered nonad
ministrative expenses, and funds received 
from such payments may be used only for the 
payment of necessary expenses of prov:ding 
representatives of the Administration at the 
sites of non-Federal projects: Provided fur
ther, That all expenses of the Public Housing 
Administration not specifically limited in 
this Act, in carrying out its duties imposed 
by or pursuant to law shall not exceed $31,-
690,000: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$50,000 of funds made available by the act 
of June 29, 1936 (49 Stat. 2035) shall be 
available for necessary expenses, including 
administrative expenses, of the Pubiic Hous
ing Administration in carrying out the pro
visions of the act of May 19, 1949 (Public 
Law 65). 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

'The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. THOMAS: On 

page 59, line 12, strike out "$11,455,000" and 
insert "$10,455,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

TITLE IV-GENERAL t--ROVISIONS 
SEc. 401. Hereafter no part of the funds 

of, or available for expenditure by any cor
poration or agency included in this or any 
other act, including the government of the 
District of Columbia, shall be available to 
pay for annual leave accumulated by any 
civilian officer or emplovee during any cal
endar year and unused at the close of busi
ness on June 30th of the silCceeding calendar 
year: Provided, That the head of any such 
corporation or agency shall afford an oppor
tunity for officers or employees to use the 
annual leave accumulated under this section 

· prior to June 30 of such succeeding cal
endar year: Provided further, That this sec
tion shall not apply to officers and employees 
whose post of dut~ is outside the continental 
United States: Provided further, That this 
section shall not apply with respect to the 
payment of compensation for accumulated 
annual leave in the case of ofii::ers or em-

_ployees who leave their civilian positions for 
the purpose of entering u pon active military 
or naval service in the Armed Force; of the 
United States. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. REES of Kan

·sas: On page 62, line 17, after the words 
"United States", insert ".or employees who are 
entitled to less than 15 days of annual leave." 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, it adds 
additional duties and it is legislation on 
an appropriation bill. 

The CHAffiM N. The Chair will 
hear the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
REES] on the point of order. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment is, in my judgment, only 
a limitation. It is legislation, of course, 
on an appropriation bill, but points of 
order have been waived by the House and 
I do not see how it can be construed to 
be legislation on an appropriation bill. 
It is an amendment to a proposal that 
has already been accepted, although it 
is part of the appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN <Mr. MILLS). The 
Chair is prepared to rule. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
REES] has offered an amendment to line 
17, page 62, to which the gentleman 

from Texas [Mr. THOMAS] makes a point 
of order on the ground it is legislation 
on an appropriation bill. 

The Chair has had an opportunity to 
analyze the language of the amendment 
and feels that the amendment is an ex
ception to the legislative limitation 
starting on line 5 of page 62 of the pend
ing bill. Section 401, which starts on 
line 5 of page 62, is a legislative provi
sion allowed by waiver of points of order 
to remain in an appropriation bill. The 
pending amendment appears to the 
Chair merely to be a perfecting amend
ment which is cermane to the provision 
to which it applies and one which does 
not add legislation. Therefore, the 
point of order is overruled. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto, and in reference to the limita
tion dealing with annual leave, close in 
10 minutes after the gentleman from 
Kansas has finished his statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 

I have sent to the desk an amendment 
which relates to section 401 of the bill 
we are considering. The section itself 
places a restriction on the accumulation 
of annual leave by providing that Fed
eral employees must use the annual leave 
accumulated in any calendar year before 
June 30 of the succeeding calendar year. 
My amendment will eliminate the appli
cation of this restrictior::. to those em
ployees who are entitled to less than 15 
days of annual leave each year. 

May I first of all state that I oppose 
the trend toward legislating in appro
priation acts on matters with respect to 
Federal employees. As long as there is 
.an established committee of the House 
having the legislative jurisdiction over 
substantive laws for any specific field, 
I believe matters relating to changes in 
these laws should be referred to the com
mittees concerned. The provisions of 
section 401 are a good example o: what 
can happen when legislation is included 
in an appropriation bill. 

May I remind the House that in a law 
approved by Congress and signed by the 
President on October 30, 1951, we com
pletely. changed the leave provisions for 
Federal employees. These new leave 
provisions were effective January 6 of 
this year-just a little more than 2 
months ago. 

The new leave act placed Federal em
ployees on a graduated leave system 
whereby those employees with less than 
3 years' service would be entitled to ap
proximately 13 days of annual leave 
each year; those employees with more 
than 3 years but less than 15 years serv
ice would be entitled to approximately 
20 days' leave per year; while those with 
more than 15 years' service would be en
titled to 26 days' annual leave a year. 

My amendment would give those em
·ployees entitled to less than 15 days 
annual leave a year the privilege of con
tinuing to accumulate their leave. At 
the end 'of 3 years service, these em
ployees would be entitled to 20 days 
annual leave a year and no longer ex-
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empted under my amendment from the 
reqiurement of section 401 of the bill. 

Even if these employees saved every 
day of leave to which they would be en
titled during their first 3 years of service, 
the maximum amount which they could 
save would be approximately 40 days. 
Employees who come from far distances 
cannot afford either the time or the 
transportation to travel home unless 
they are able to combine their .first year 
of leave with some of the leave of the 
succeeding year. 

I should like to remind the House that 
the employees which my amendment 
exempt from these restrictions on ac
cumulation of leave took the biggest re
duction of any group when we revised 
the leave act. In fact, we cut the leave 
in half, from 26 days to 13 days a year, 
for these employees. 

When we passed the leave act we 
limited the accumulation of leave for 
any employee to 60 days. Those that 
have already accumulated 60 days annual 
leave must take their leave currently or 
lose it. I believe that the sponsors of 
section 401 themselves will agree that it 
is unfair to restrict the leave of those 
employees who are only entitled to 13 
days of annual leave a year. Certainly 
every Member whose district is located 
far from the seat of government where 
many of these employees work must join 
with me in disapproving of this limita
tion on leave. 

There is nobody in this House who be
lieves more in economy than I do but if 
we are to have economy we must have it 
with equity. I challenge any Member 
of this House to stand up and say there 
is equity in addim; an additional restric
tion on the leave of these employees 
within 60 days after we have cut their 
leave by 50 percent. In fact, virtually the 
entire savings in annual leave came out 
of the annual leave taken away from the 
very employee3 with which my amend
ment is concerned. The questien of sav
ings through the restriction on the ac
cumulation of annual leave is very hard 
to justify. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma, who is a 
former member of our committee. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, no 
Member of this House has been more 
critical of abuses in the matter of leave 
than the gentleman from Kansas, and 
no one has done more to correct those 
abuses. I think the message he is giving 
us now ought to receive the consideration 

• and attention of all Members of the 
House. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I appreciate the 
gentleman's statement. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

:rvrr. REES of Kansas. I am glad to 
yield to the distinguished member of our 
committee. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I also would like 
to ask a question of the gentleman from 
Kansas: Is it not a fact that this section 
is primarily to correct some abuses in 
the very h ighest brackets and not to cor
rect any abuses-which have never oc
curred-in the lower brackets, where 
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many of the employees are entitled to 
only 13 days or 2 weeks vacation? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. The gentle
woman is exactly right. This section is 
leveled at a group of people who are in 
the lower brackets and who do not abuse 
the feature we have discussed here with 
respect to annual leave. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Kansas has expired. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. McCARTHY]. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes of my time to the gentle
man from Kansas. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I thank the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. Chairman, when we passed the 
leave act we limited the accumulation of 
leave for an employee to 60 days. Those 
who have already accumulated 60 days 
of annual leave will take it now or lose it 
within a certain specified time. 

I think the sponsors of section 401 will 
agree that it is unfair to restrict the leave 
of those employees who are entitled to 
only 13 days. You talk a lot about equity 
and fairness. Here is a place where you 
should do equity where it ought to be 
done. I do not think there is anyone on 
the floor of the House who can claim to 
be more careful with reference to ex
penditures of the taxpayers' money than 
I, but there is one place where I do not 
believe any Mem.ber can show that any 
amount of money is being saved by rea
son of the amendment you have placed 
in this bill. You are keeping some folks 
from going home to spend their 13 days 
or 15 days or 20 days of leave, that is all 
you are doing. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I am g_ad to 
yield to the distinguished chairman of 
the subcommittee, for whom I have pro
found respect. 

Mr. THOMAS. The admiration is 
mutual, and I have shown it to my dis
tinguished fr·end, but surely my good 
friend does not want to leave the idea 
with anybody on the floor that this 
amendment is taking one minute of leave 
away from any employee? Certainly the 
gentleman does not want to do that? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I do not want 
to do that, but I say you put them in a 
position where they cannot use their 
leave, as they ought to have to do it 
if you are going to let them have it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Read the amendment. 
It directs the agencies to give them their 
leave. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Thirteen days, 
but they must use it within the year. All 
I am saying is that you ought not to re
strict these people who have only 13 
days leave in a year. You know, as a 
practical matter, these people are bound 
to take off a few days during the year
perhaps to look after business matters, 
go to a dentist or something else. So, 
generally speaking they do well if they 
have as many as 7 or 8 days left during 
the year . . 

Mr. THOMAS. We are not restricting 
them at all. All we are saying is, "You 
either use it or else you do not get cash 
for it." 

Mr. REES of Kansas. But the gentle
man fails to observe this amendment 

does not affect those in higher salaries 
or who have been in the Government 
longer. Here you restrict the folks in 
the lower brackets. It is those in the 
higher categories, who get the large 
amounts of cash leave. This amend
ment is inequitable. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman 
believe they come to work for the Gov
ernment with the idea of getting paid 
for their annual leave? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Of course not. 
That is the reason I say you do not save 
any money for the Government by this 
section of the bill. They just hope that, 
after they have been in Government 
service 2 or 3 years, they may have ac
cumulated enough time to go home, if 
they want to do so, for 3 weeks. I am 
sure those who live near their place of 
employment will take their 13 days off 
during the year. You do not seem to 
realize that those who are in higher 
brackets, and who get 26 days or more, 
are not affected by your amendment. 
You just hit the lower salaried people of 
whom most have little cash when sep
arated from the Government. If I 
thought this amendment were equitable 
and would save any substantial amounts 
of money I would be the first to support 
it. I had no idea you were submitting 
this kind of proposal. There is not a 
' 1ord in your hearings that supports your 
contention that it will save any money. 
You are hitting the little fellow in this 
case. 

I agree with you that there are too 
many employees on the payroll of our 
.Government. I have spent a lot of t ime 
and effort in dealing with that problem. 
Furthermore, we do not have a competi
tive merit system. But that is another. 
In this legislation you do not reach the 
fellow who abuses the leave provisions of 
the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes · the gentleman from Minnesota 
[]\1r. _McCARTHY]. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to express my support of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kansas. This question of annual 
leave was given very carefµl consider
ation by the members of the Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service, and I 
think they worked out a formula which 
was conceded to be an acceptable com
promise. It is true that both the gen
tleman from Kansas and the chairman 
of the committee have stated that noth
ing will be taken away from present em
ployees in terms of number of days. 
But they will not be able to get any kind 
of effective annual leave unless the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kansas is adopted by the commit
tee. 

I think it only fair, particularly when 
many of thc.se employees do not have 
any permanent status; when they are 
here in a sense serving the country and 
making a sacrifice to do it, that we 
should permit them to accumulate their 
annual leave in the manner which is 
proposed by the gentleman from Kansas. 
I understand that Chairman Ramspeck 
of the Civil Service Commission has ex
pressed his support of the proposition 
which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
REES] has made. 
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Mr. REES of Kansas. The gentleman 
ls correct in his statement. 

May I say that we are not saving any 
millions of dollars by reason of this pro
vision. We have already cut these peo
ple by 50 percent of the annual leave.they 
formerly had. Now we are saying to 
many of them that as a matter of prac
tice they will not get to use any of it. 
Is that not correct? 

Mr. McCARTHY. That is quite cor
rect. ·I think it should be added that 
Mr. Ramspeck has been most cooperative 
with those Members of Congress who 
have been trying to reform the civil 
service. 

The fact that he has expressed his 
opposition to the committee amendment 
should carry considerable weight. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
~OMAS]. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, surely 
there cannot be any misunderstanding 
about this amendment. I submitted it 
to our good friend, the ranking member 
of the Committee on the Civil Service, 6 
weeks ago. Perhaps I misunderstood 
him. I thought he was very favorable 
to it. If I am in error, it is my error. 
I submitted it to the chairman of that 
committee and he said he is for it. The 
chairman came by less than 2 minutes 
ago and said, "I just want to tell you I 
am still for it." This amendment does 
not take away 1 minute of annual leave. 
Now get that straight. Certainly, no 
one can claim, if he reads the amend
ment, th.at it takes away 1 minute of 
annual leave from anybody-not 1 min
ute. Do you know what it says? 
"Either take that annual leave or you 
do not get paid for it." That is all that 
it says. What is the purpose of annual 
leave? Its purpose is to refresh the em
ployee so that he will be able to do a 
better job when he comes back to his 
work after he has had his leave. Does 
industry pay people for not taking their 
annual leave? Why, certainly not. 
This amendment as drawn by the com
mittee will save the taxpayers $125,000,-
000 a year. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield. 
Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. The 

gentleman from Texas [Mr. THOMAS] is 
exactly correct when he said he con
ferred with me about this provision. I 
endorse it and I say it is a good provi
sion and ought to be kept in the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. It will save the tax
payers $125,000,000. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman 
will the gentleman yield? ' 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the distin
guished gentlewoman. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. The chairman 
stated that anyone reading this provi
sion could understand it, and I am sure 
most Members who read it can under
stand it, but perhaps the distinguished 
chairman will forgive my ignorance
there is just one point I would like to 
have perfectly clear. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the gentlewoman 
cannot understand it, I would not claim 
to underst~ad it either. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I thank the 
chairman, but what I would like to ask 
is this: Do I understand that leave can 
be accumulated as long as it is not paid 
for? 

Mr. THOMAS. Up to January 1 of 
this year, if an employee had $500, $600, 
$700, or $1,000, or $2,000 worth of an
nual leave coming to him, he can get 
the cash for it. That is after January 
1 of this year. Then, beyond that he 
can accumulate that year's leave and 
use it and if he does not use it, he can
not be paid for it. Is there anything 
wrong in that? That is exactly the 
same principle that industry has. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Does not the dis
tinguished chairman foresee that we may 
run into some trouble if before that date 
a great many of the employees with ac
cumulated leave choose to take it? 

Mr. THOMAS. Not a bit in the world. 
Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Suppose I, as an 

employee, have 6 months' annual leave 
coming to me. 

Mr. THOMAS. Most of the Members 
of the House by their votes have indi
cated they believe there are too many 
employees in most of these agencies now 
anyway. May I say, because I do not 
want to be facetious, our distinguished 
friend the gentlewoman from New York 
is honest and sincere, and is trying t~ 
do a good job, and is doing a good job
as I. say, this will not hurt anybody. I 
remmd you that the purpose of annual 
leave is to protect the health of the em
ployees, and to give them rest so that 
they will be able to do a better job when 
they come back to their work. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. But may it not 
hurt the offices downtown where a large 
number of these employees might decide 
to take their annual leave? 

Mr. THOMAS. Do not worry about 
the offices, they are all right. They are 
going to do all right. 
. Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I am not worry
ing about that, but I am afraid the dis
tinguished chairman of the subcommit
tee and his party may be worried about 
them. 

Mr. THOMAS. If we adopt this 
amendment, offered by my good friend 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. REES J, 
the conservative estimate is that that 
amendment will cost the taxpayers of 
this country $50,000,000 a year. Now, if 
you want to add $50,000,000 or more a 
year to our burden, that is what this 
amendment does. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Is it not 
true that the bill also gives the employee 
18 months in which to take his leave? 

Mr. THOMAS. After the 1st of Jan
uary 1952, it does. 

Mr. REES of KansaS. ·That is not ac
cording to the way the bill is written. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is the way it is, 
I must say to my friend the gentleman 
from Kansas, and I hope my friend will 
withdraw his amendment. I know he 
wants to do the right thing. I know he 
does not want to hurt anybody, and I 
know he wants to save some money. 
The Federal employees are not kicking 
about this because they know it is not 
retroactive. They are not kicking be
cause we are not taking anything away 
from them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. REES]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 402. No part of any appropriation con

tained in this act, or of the funds available 
for expenditure by any corporation included 
in this act, shall be used to pay the salary 
or wages of any person who engages in a 
strike against the Government of the United 
States or who is a member of an organization 
of Government employees that asserts the 
right to strike against the Government of 
the United States, or who advocates, or is a 
member of an organization that advocates, 
the overthrow of the Government of the 
United States by force or violence: Provided, 
That for the purposes hereof an affidavit 
shall be considered prlma faCie evidence 
that the person making the affidavit has not 
contrary to the provisions of this section en
gaged in a strike against the Government of 
the United States, is not a member of an or
ganization of Government employees that 
asserts the right to strike against the Gov
ernment of the United States, or that such 
person does not advocate, and is not a mem
ber of an organization that advocates, the 
overthrow of the Government of the United 
States by force or violence: Provided further, 
That any person who engages in a strike 
against the Government of the United States 
or who is a member of an organization of 
Government employees that asserts the right 
to strike against the Government of the 
United States, or who advocates, or who is a 
member of an organization that advocates, 
the overthrow of the Government of the 
United States by force or violence and ac. 
cepts employment the salary or wages for 
which are paid from any appropriation or 
fund contained in this act shall be guilty 
of a felony and, upon conviction, shall be 
fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned for 
not more than 1 year, or both: Provided fur
ther, That the above penalty clause shall be 
in addition to, and not in substitution for. 
any other provisions of existing law. 

Mr. BRAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BRAY: Page 64, 

after line 7, insert the following: 
"SEC. 403. In no event shall the number 

of passenger-carrying vehicles which may be 
operated during the current fiscal year at 
the seat of Government under any appro
priation or authorization in this act exceed 
50 percent of the number in use as of June 
30, 1951." 

Mr. BRAY. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment to the appropriation bill is 
very simple. It provides that all of the 
departments in Washington under this 
appropriation bill are limited to one
half of the passenger automobiles that 
they had this last year. Washington 
has a good bus service and the various 
Federal buildings are relatively close 
together. Let those employees walk or 
ride the bus who do not care to use 
their own cars. There is no reason why 
the Washington bureaucrat should joy
ride in a Government automobile at the 
taxpayer's expense. The citizens in my 
district are having a most difficult time 
paying the present high taxes and I as
sure you that I do not intend, if I can 
help it, to allow the Washington bureau
crats to ride around Washington at their 
expense. This committee has already 
done a fine job in cutting the budget, 
but this amendmrnt which I offer is just 
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one more step in the long way that we 
must go to bring our Government back 
to the people, eliminating Government 
extravagance and bringing taxes back to 
the place where the taxpayer can afford 
to pay them. I ask you to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRAY. I yield. 
Mr. THOMAS. .The committee wants 

to commend our colleague for his motive 
and the purpose he has in mind. I think 

. what the gentleman seeks to do in his 
, amendm~nt is just al;>0µt_ wJ;utt the com
mittee has done. 

I may say to the gentleman that the 
~committee will be glad to accept his 
. amendment with the reservation that 
aftei· we study it in some detail, should it 
develop-I do not think it does-:-but 
should it develop that it- goes too deep, 
then we reserve the right to reject it in 
conference. But I think what the 
gentleman's amendment does is just ex
actly what the subcommittee has done 
a lready. · 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRAY. I yield. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I think the minority 

would be glad to accept it without res
ervation. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask my friend the 
gentleman from California [Mr. PHIL
LIPS] if this amendment does not aecom
plish about what the subcommittee has 
done already? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman is 
correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Indiana [Mr. BRAY]. 

The amendment was agreed -to. 
·The Clerk: read as follows: 
SEC. 404. No part of any appropriation con

tained in this act, or of ·the funds available 
for expenditure by any corporation included 
in this act, .shall be used_ to pay .the com.pen .. 
sation of any civilian employee of . the ·_qQv:
ernmen t , whose principal or primary duties 
consist of acting ' as ·chauffeur or driver of 
any Government-owned passenger ·motor 
vehicle (other than a bus · or ambulance) . 

-This seetion shall not apply with respect to 
any person whose duties.consist of acting as 

.chauffeur for the President of the United 
S tates. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BUSBEY: Page 

64, after line 21, insert the following: 
"This section shall not apply with respect 

to any person whose principal or primary 
duties consist of acting as chauffeur for the 
American Battle Monuments Commission." 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, the rea
son I have offered this amendment is due 
to the fact that the cars of the American 
Battle Monuments Commission are used 
overseas, principally in France. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentle~an yield? 

Mr. BUSBEY. I yield to the gentle
man from Texas? 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman has 
made a rather minute study of the situa
tion abroad, and the committee is in
clined to accept his amendment, because 
really it has only one purpose and that is 
to do right by everybody. 

The committee will accept the amend
ment. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman. yield? 

Mr. BUSBEY. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I am familiar with 
the situation which the gentleman seeks 
to correct. It applies actually to only 
one person in the employ of one agency 
situated in Prance. I think there is a 

, fear, perhaps, that the gentleman's 
amendment is so broad it would act as a 
loophole for other agencies of which the 

·House is not ·advised at this time. Could 
· the gentleman's amendment be confined 
· to this one instance in which it might 
be desirable? . 

Mr. BUSBEY. I may say to the gen
tleman from California that this applies 

·only to the American Battle Monuments 
Commission, the work of which agency 
is taking care of the cemeteries and bat
tle monuments in Europe. According to 
the language in the bill it must employ 
American chauff ers or be driven by some
one in the agency. That is impossible. 
Let us take a situation in France of some 
years ago. There was an American 
driver of one of the automobiles of the 
American Battle Monuments Commis
sion in Paris going out to a cemetery on 
official business. A French woman was 
killed. 

Now, the United States Government 
does ·not go into a tribunal in protection 

. of the drivers of its automobiles if he is 
an American citizen. In the particular 
case to which I just referred the driver 
was convicted and· sent to prison. 

We must have native drivers for more 
reasons than one . . It is the native driv
er's responsibility then and not the re
sponsibility of the United States Govern
ment and one of our American citizens. 

I think the amendment is very neces
sary. It only appUes to one or two auto
mobiles,. so it is-. very insignificant . . 

' Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman.
will the gentleman yield-? 

Mr. BUSBEY. I yield to the gentle
. man from ~ennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER: Is this for the 
_special protection of one or. two individ
uals who a-re employed by the American 
Battle ·Monuments Commission? There 
is an amendment in here that will apply 
to the entire bill. Is this for the benefit 
of one or two individuals? 

Mr. BUSBEY. No. The chauffeurs of 
these cars that go out to the cemeteries 
which are located in far, out-of-the-way 
places. One cannot get to them by 
train or bus. This is the only agency 
in this bill that operates overseas. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk again 
report the Busbey amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk reread the Busbey amend

ment. 
Mr. BUSBEY. In other words, Mr. 

Chairman, it applies to one agency in 
Europe that takes care of American 
cemeteries. 

Mr. CLEMENTE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUSBEY. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. CLEMENTE. Can the gentleman 
inform me if you have a chauffeur, an 
American chauffeur, driving a car for a 
consulate, whether pe will be protected 
from civil suit? 

Mr. BUSBEY. The consulates over
seas always have native drivers. There 
are no American drivers for consulates. 

Mr. CLEMENTE. Supposing they did 
have an American driver, would he be 
so protected? 

Mr. BUSBEY. The Government 
would nut go into a tribunal: and pro-

, tect that man under any circumstances 
if he is employed by a commission. That 
is a policy of the United states· Gov

. ernment .. . The subject of. my amend
ment is so we can have native drivers 
employed by the American -Battle -Monu
ments Commission ·in the country in 
which the cemeteries are located. 

Mr. CLEMENTE. · Why select this one 
agency? Why not take in all of the 
drivers? It is the only agency involved 
in this bill. No other like agency is op
erating overseas. 

These chauffeurs and the chauffeurs 
of the President of the United States 
should be in a like category; is that the 
idea? 

Mr. BUSBEY. My amendment has 
nothing to do with the chauffeurs for the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. CLEMENTE. Well, it is r ight in 
the bill that the gentleman is amending . 

Mr. BUSBEY. This is the only agency 
involved overseas where we need native 
drivers of the country. in which the cars 

·are driven. · 
' Mr. COTTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 
· Mr. Chairman, this seems to be a 
trivial amendment, but I just want to 
·suggest · for the consideration of the 
Committee that this bill makes one- ex

·ception, ·and one only, on this matter of 
:chau:ileurs, and-that one is the President 
of the United States. Now, if all this 
story about liability and ·all the rest 
'which -the gentleman has suggested to 
us is sound, we are still adopting a poor 
-policy if we exempt this · one agency. 
'l"his. agency can take care of the situa
·t ion very well without being exempted. 
They have messengers. They have many 
French-speaking people in their employ, 
but if you put in one more exception next 
year you will have some more requests. 
It will be just the beginning of another 
flock of chauffeurs. Let us keep one ex
ception only, the President of the United 
States. Nobody can ever misunderstand 
that, Mr. Chairman, or take it as an in
vitation for more Government chauf
feurs. 

Mr. BUS.BEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. COTTON. I yield to the gentle
man from Illinois. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Well, I would like to 
call the attention of the gentleman to 
fact that none of the other agencies have 
this peculiar situation operating over
seas like the American Battlefields Com
mission. 

Mr. COTTON. I will say to the 
gentleman that I never saw an agency 
that could not develop a peculiar situa
tion in a few months. · We will have 
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them back here with more peculiar situa .. 
tions than you can now imagine if we 
open the door. Limit it to the President 
only and let us not have any more 
chauffeurs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BUSBEY]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CounERT: On 

page 64, after line 21, add a. new section 4{)5 
as follows: 

"SEC. 405. Money appropriated in this act 
shall be available for expenditure in the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1953, only to the 
extent that expenditure thereof shall not 
result in total aggregate expenditures of an 
agencies provided for herein beyond the total 
sum of $6,900,000,000." 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I 
make the point of order against the 
amendment on the ground that it is 
legislation on an appropriation bill. 
However, I will withhold it for a moment. 

Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Chairman, this 
bill before us now offers a particularly 
striking example of the importance of 
regaining control here in the House not 
only of the requests in the pending bill 
for new appropriations but control of 
all expenditures, including those hang .. 
ing over from prior years. 

Now we are confronted with a bill 
asking us to authorize an additional $6,-
200,000,000, and you think that is all that 
we are going to be confronted with in 
spending in 1953. The President's ex .. 
penditure budget provides for expendi .. 
tures in 1953 of $8,268,000,000 for the 
very agencies for which we are now ap
pr opriating new money. Now, all my 
amendment would do would be to put 
a ceiling on the funds we are now ap
propriating, so that together with the 
old funds they will not exceed $6,900,-
000,000 which is $700,000,000 more than 
you are being aslrnd to appropriate in 
this bill for 1953. Actually, the country 
will face on July 1 next a total carry
over of some $70,000,000,000, plus the 
$85,000,000,000 that we will probably vote 
this year in our budget bills, making a 
total of $155,000,000,000 to be expended 
in 1953 if the administration wants to, 
and can spend it. 

I have offered an amendment to Rules 
of the House that was introduced yes
terday which, if the Committee on Rules 
will adopt, would confer upon this House, 
when considering a bill of this sort, the 
right to act upon all of the moneys, all 
of the appropriations available for all of 
the agencies presently before the House, 
so that instead of dealing piecemeal with 
appropriations we would be able to reach 
out, rescind, limit and do whatever we 
like with all of the money that is avail .. 
able for any agency. I think that is 
vital for the recapture of the purse 
strings. Without it we have no control. 
I hope the Committee on Rules will act 
favorably on it. 

In the absence of the willingness of the 
leadership to give the House a chance 
to vote on House Joint Resolution 371, to 
require the President to offer a new 
budget within our income for 1953, the 

only way we can operate is in this difli .. 
cult, rather complicated fashion, through 
the back door of hitting each appropria
tion bill and limiting the use of new ap .. 
propriations to such a point that with the 
old ones they will not exceed the total in
come of the country. Vote this amend
ment, if it is not overruled, and if we 
will do the same on every other bill we 
will not spend more than our income 
of $71,000,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the country is con
fronted not with one $85,000,000,000 
budget but with three $85,000,000,000 
budgets in successive years.: The spend
ing budget of $85,000,000,000, the new re
quests of $85,000,000,000, and the carry
over into the third year, which certainly 
cannot be less. 

If the point of order is insisted upon 
and is then sustained-and I do not think 
it should be sustained, for this does not 
touch any of the old appropriations, it 
only limits the use of these funds--then 
we have no resort whatsoever except the 
Rules Committee and the resolution or 
some resolution like it that would amend 
the rules and give the House an oppor
tunity to deal in over-all fashion with 
the total expenditures for the fiscal year 
we are entering. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man from Texas insist on his point of 
order? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, we in
sist upon the point of order that it is 
legislation. It changes figures hereto
fore voted upon in the House in the last 
3 days: Therefore, that is legislation. 
It puts duties on the various agencies not 
otherwise called for in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man from New York desire to be heard 
on the point of order? 

Mr. COUDERT. I most certainly do, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be 
glad to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. COUDERT. This clearly does not 
touch th~ funds of prior years; therefore, 
it does not appropriate with respect to 
them. It only places a limitation upon 
the use to which the funds requested in 
this bill, the new obligational authority, 
may be put. It limits the freedom of 
expenditure and nothing else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready 
to rule. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CouDERT J proposes as an amendment to 
the bill, on page 64, after line 21, a new 
section, 405, against which the gentle
man from Texas CMr. THOMAS] makes a 
point of order on the ground that it is 
legislation on an appropriation bill. 

The Chair appreciates the fact that 
. the author of the amendment afforded 
the Chair an opportunity earlier in the 
day to read the amendment and gave 
the Chair some time to study the lan
guage of the amendment. 

The Chair is of the opinion that the 
amendment is a limitation upon the 
funds which are contained in the bill 
H. R. 7072, presently before the Com
mittee; that it is nothing more than 
a limitation on those funds. The Chair 
is, therefore, constrained to overrule the 
point of order and hold the amendment 
in order. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment 
may again be reported. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
again read the Coudert amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, natur-
9Jly the subcommittee finds itself in the 
same position the Chair is in. I do not 
mean to say that is any fault of the 
gentleman from New York, because, as 
well as I remember, he came by 4 or 
5 minutes ago and said he was going to 
offer an amendment. Still, under the 
circumstances at that time, the subcom
mittee did not have an opportunity to 
read it. 

I want to be very frank and fair with 
the House. His amendment limits ex
penditures under this bill to $6,900,-
000,000. 

Mr. COUDERT. Not under this bill. 
Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. THOMAS. I am seeking light. I 

surely will. 
Mr. COUDERT. This amendment does 

not in any way, shape, or form limit 
the total that can be spent except to 
$6,900,000,000, which is $700,000,000 
more than this bill carries. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does it limit the ex
penditures under all the items in this 
bill, H. R. 7072, to $6,900,000,000? 

Mr. COUDERT. If the agencies choose 
not to spend a dime from the old, over
hanging appropriations, then they can 
spend every dime that is appropriated 
in this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. What is the limitation 
on the over-all amount of fresh money 
th3Y can spend for 1953? 

Mr. COUDERT. There is no limita
tion on the fresh money in this bill. 
This is on over-all limitation, period: 

Mr. THOMAS. For how much? 
Mr. COUDERT. Six billion nine hun

dred million dollars. It is $700,000,000 
more than you are asking for new money 
for 1953. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, in 
order to arrive at a half-way sensible 
conclusion so far as this amendment is 
concerned, we have to rapidly calculate 
those funds in the Veterans' Administra
tion which are continuing funds in the 
way of veterans' benefits. And, if my 
memory serves me correctly, there is 
probably a billion dollars for pensions, 
benefits, and for hospitals for the Vet
erans' Administration. They are con
tinuing funds. According to the gentle
man's limitation then, you would not be 
able to spend 1 nickel of that $1,000,000,-
000 for veterans' benefits. 

Mr. COUDERT. Not at all. The gen
tleman does not correctly interpret the 
amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. I hope my friend will 
listen. We understand him and know 
him. He works hard on the committee, 
and has done a fine job. Why will the 
gentleman not withdraw this amend
ment? We have not had sufficient time 
to learn what his amendment really does. 
No one knows what it is. 

Mr. COUDERT. In my humble judg
ment, it is one of the most important 
amendments to come on the floor of the 
House in a Ieng time. 
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Mr. THOMAD. Frankly, I cannot give 

the members of the Committee of the 
Whole any advice, or any help, so far as 
coming to a decision on this amendment. 
I know nothing about the amendment, 
and I am not going to get up in Commit
tee of the Whole and talk to you about 
something and ask you to do something, 
when I do not know what I am talking 
about. That is my position here. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. I would 
like to ask the gentleman from New York 
some questions. The evident intent of 
t he amendment is to limit expenditures. 
I am trying to think of some of the funds 
which would be involved. How about 
the maritime construction, and how 
about the atomic-energy construction? 
Has the gentleman made any estimate 
of how much would be involved here? 

Mr. COUDERT. The gentleman has 
made approximate estimates of how 
much would be necessary to limit the 
spending of these agencies in order th3,t 
application of a similar ratio to other 
agencies of the Government would re
sult in not spending more in 1953 than 
the President's estimate of income of 
$71 ,000,000,000. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. In other words, the 
gentleman is attempting to avoid a 
deficit? 

Mr. COUDERT. Precisely. And if 
this amendment passes, it will become 
the duty of the President, as obviously 
the head man of all these agencies, to 
adjust these various budgets so that the 
total of them will fall within the maxi
mum limitation of $6,900,000,000, which 
is still $700,000,000 more than the com
mittee is asking for in this bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield so that I 
may ask a question of the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska. You have 

stated what the limit would be on spend
ing, if your amendment passes. How 
much money could be spent if your 
amendment is rejected? 

Mr. COUDERT. Eight billion two 
hundred and fifty million dollars by these 
agencies, and that is the amount set 
forth in the Pr esident's expenditure 
budget for these agencies in 1953, and 
that is one of the reasons we -are going 
to have a $1~.000,000,000 deficit. 

. Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I want to ask 
the gentleman from California a ques
t ion, which can probably be answered by 
the gentleman from New York. Is it 
not conceivable that a situation may 
arise under this amendment which would 
have an effect on the amendment just 
adopted by the committee with respect to 
the contact men for the Veterans' Ad
ministration? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I do not see how it 
could affect any specific individual or 
group of individuals. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. If the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from New 
York is adopted, will it not cut the funds 

for these contact men for the Veterans' 
Administration as well as the funds for 
any of the other agencies upon which the 
committee has acted this afternoon? 

Mr. COUDERT. Ml_'. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield so that I may an
swer the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. COUDERT. The amendment, I 
may say to the gentleman from Penn
sylvania, will not in any way, shape, ')r 
form limit payments to veterans for 
compensation or pensions or for contact 
men or anybody else. All the amend
ment does in effect is to say to the Presi
dent, through his agencies, that alto
gether they cannot spend more than the 
given amount, and it is up to him to ad
just the budgets. 

Where there are legal obligations, 
fixed obligations, such as pensions and 
veterans' rights, of course they have 
priority and will come first and will be 
paid 100 cents on the dollar. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. If the gentleman 
will yield, I would like to ask the gen
tleman one question. Am I correct in 
understanding your statement to the 
effect that if your amendment is adopted, 
this will make it possible to spend $700,-
000,000 addit:onal, above that allowed 
by the committee in the bill brought in? 

Mr. COUDERT. May I explain to the 
gentleman: I wonder if the gentleman 
does not lose sight of the fact, as I so 
often do-I have to pinch myself, when
ever I get on these subjects, to remind 
myself that we are dealing every day 
with two parallel budgets. You are deal
ing with the over-all, total-expenditure 
ludget, which includes money left over 
from last year, the year before, and the 
year before that, and this new requested 
budget of obligational authority. Those 
things are parallel. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman un
dn·stands that in addition to the money 
appropriated in this bill there are carry
overs. Therefore, the amount expended, 
even without the gentleman's amend
ment, would be more than the amount 
we have in the bill. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. As I understood 
the gentleman, he said his amendment, 
if allowed, would carry $700,000,000 
extra. 

Mr. COUDERT. No, no. We are t alk
ing about the spending budget, not new 
authorization . 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the dis
tinguished Speaker of the House. 

Mr. RAYBURN. I think we are deal
ing with something very dangerous. I 
very seriously doubt if the House would 
want to take action like this without 
more consider a ti on. 

This is what I fear : You cut this 
amount this much, without allotting the 
funds here, there, and yonder, and I 
fear that the departments of Govern
ment would be legislating on this money 
that is voted. In my opinion, under this 
amendment-and I looked at it this 
morning-in my opinion, these depart
ments could get together and say 
whether they are going to spend any 
money for this activity or how muoh 

money they are going to spend for this 
or other activities. I do think that an 
amendment which is as far-reaching and 
fundamental as this one, and which I 
fear is dangerous, should be considered a 
great deal more carefully than it is go
ing to be considered in the House this 
afternoon. I am speaking to you out 
of fear of what the departments may do 
to the legislative body. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. COUDERT] 

The question was taken; anq on a 
d~vision (demanded by Mr. CouDERT) 
there were-ayes 115, noes 148. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 

I do not intend to trespass upon the time 
of the Committee at this late hour. I 
wish to direct attention to the item for 
appropriation for the annuity fund that 
is administered by the civil service for 
Federal funds for those who have re
tired, and for those who will retire from 
employment in the Government service. 

Under the law employees are required 
to contribute 6 percent of their pay to 
the retirement fund and the Govern
ment is expected to contribute a similar 
amount. The thing to which I want to 
direct your attention is that the sub
committee in charge of this hill takes 
credit for having reduced the request of 
the Commission by $136,869,000. The 
1·eport describes this item as a "saving." 
I wish that were true. You do not really 
save anything by so-called reduction of 
this item. The fact is by reducing this 
item, the annuity fund is further de
creased. On an actuarial basis, accord
ing to Civil Service it is in the red in the 
amount of $4,875,000,000 as of June 30, 
1951. The rather startling thing is that 
three billion seven hundred million of 
this deficit was incurred in the last 4 
years. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I shall be glad 
to yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey, also a diligent member of the 
Committee on· Appropriations. 

Mr. CANFIELD. I think the chair
man of the committee is ready to admit 
that. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I want to quote 
for the record from the hearings at 
page 453. It is a colloquy between Mr. 
Ramspeck, Chairman of the Civil Service 
Commission and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. THOMAS], the distinguished 
chairman of this subcommittee: 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Well, the assets as of June 
30, 1951, are $4,419,927,112.89, and the lia
bilities as of that same date are $9,294,927,-
112.89. 

Mr. THOMAS. Leaving there a total defi
ciency as of June 30, 1951, of $4,875,000,000. 

So, the fact remains if this Congress 
is going to follow a policy of maintaining 
a fund that is claimed to be actuarially 
sound, there is a further deficit, or in
debtedness in our Treasury to th~ tune of 
$5,000,000,000 right now, although it is 
not shown in the Treasury statement. 
If you. have a further explanation, I 
would like to have it. All I am trying 
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to do is to lay this ma.tter before the 
Members of this House. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read. as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. J ENSEN : Page 

64, after line 21, insert a new section as fol
lows : 

"No part of any appropriation or authori
zation contained in this act shall be used 
to pay the compensation of any incumbent 
appointed to any civil office or position which 
may become vacant during the fiscal year 
beginning on July 1, 1952: Provided, That 
t his inhibition ehall not apply-

" (a ) to not to exceed 25 percent of all 
vacancies; 

" (b) to positions filled from within a de
partment, independent executive bureau, 
board, commission, corporation, agency or 
office, provided for in this act; 

"(c) to offices or positions required by law 
to be filled by appointment of t he President 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate; 

"(d) to an empfoyees in veterans' medical 
facilities, exclusive of medical departmental 
personnel in the District of Colu mbia; 

" ( e) to employees in grades CPC 1, 2, and 
3; 

"(f) to employees of the General Account
ing Office: 

"(g) to employees of the Tax Court of th~ 
Ur.ited States; 

"(h) to the American Battle Monuments 
Commission; 
Prov ided further, That when any depart
ment, independent executive bureau, board, 
commission, corporation, agency or office, 
contained in this act shall, as the result of 
the operation of this amendment reduce its 
personnel to a number not exceeding 90 per
cent of the total number provided for in this 
act, such amendment may cearn to apply 
and said 90 percent shall become a ceiling for 
employment during the fiscal year 1953, and 
1f exceeded at any time during fiscal year 
1953 this amendment shall again become op
erative." 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I 
make a point of order against the 
amendment on the ground that it is leg
islation on an appropriation bill, and 
on the further ground that it places ex
tra burdens and duties · on the various 
boards, agencies, and bureaus. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman 
point out the specific language in the 
amendment to which he refers? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, it iG near the end: 
As the result of the operation of this 

amendment reduce its personnel to a num
ber not exceeding 90 percent ·of the total 
number provided for in this act, such 
amendment may cease to apply and said 90 
percent shall become a ceiling for em
ployment during the fiscal year 1953, and 
if exceeded-

There is an alternative there, as the 
Chair will see-
at any time during fucal year 1953 this 
amendment shall again become operative. 

Somebody has got to make some de
cisions there ; it places extra duties in 
order to ·arrive at decisions; and on top 
of that it is legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be 
glad to hear the gentleman from Iowa 
briefly if he desires to be heard on the 
point of order. 

Mr. JENSE.:."'l. Mr. Chairman, the 
be~t evidence that this amendment is 
germane to the bill and is not legislaticn 
is the fact that the a~encL e 1t was 

adopted by the House last year and was 
held to be germane by the Chair. Points 
of order were raised against it at that 
t ime, as I recall. 

The amendment is not mandatory in 
the sense that the word "may" is used 
where the additional burdens and re
sponsibilities might be placed on the 
agencies other than the 10 percent re
duction that must be made which is pure
ly a limitation on an appropriation bill 
and comes within the language and the 
intent of the Hollnan rule. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, may I be 
heard on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear 
the gentleman. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa is legislation on an appropria
tion bill for the fallowing reasons : As 
stated in the next to the fourth line from 
the bottom, upon the attainment of that 
condition under operation of the amend
ment , thereupon the amendment affirm
atively legislates in the following lan
guage : 

Said 90 percent shall become a ceiling for 
employment during the fiscal year 1953. 

That language, I respectfully submit, 
Mr. Chairman, is legislation, it is affirm
atively fixing a legal ceiling upon the 
employment upon the attainment of a 
condition in the amendment; therefore I 
respectfully suggest it is legislation on an 
appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN <Mr. MILLS). The 
Chair is ready to rule. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JEN
SEN] has offered an ameudment to line 
23, page 64, of the bill presently before 
the Committee. To this amendment the 
gentleman from Texas makes a point of 
order on the ground it is legislation on 
an appropriation bill. 

The Chair has listened attentatively 
to the statements made by both the gen
t leman from Texas [Mr. THOMAS] and 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Go RE J. The Chair has also had an op
portunity to study the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Iowa and 
has paid careful a ttention to the state
ments made by him. 

The Chair will read for the benefit of 
those who are interested from the so
called Holman rule, clause 2, rule XX!: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill 
or amendment thereto changing existin g· law 
be in order, except such as being germane 
to the subject matter of the bill shall re
trench expenditures by the reduction of the 
number and salary of the offi~ers of the 
United States by the reduction of the com
pensation of any person p aid out of the 
Treasury of the United States, or by the re
duction of amounts of money covered by the 
bill. 

The gentleman from Tennessee says 
that the language contained in the 
amendment "said 90 percent shall be
come a ceiling for employment during 
the fiscal year 1953" is legislation. 

The Chair is of the opinion that even 
if that language is legislation, it is clear
ly within the Holman rule, as suggested 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JEN
SEN]. This, in the opinion of the Chair. 
is a limitation within the meaning o! 
the Hol an rule by limiting the nuc.\Jet' 

of employees within these agenc·es of 
Government covered by this bill and the 
amount of money to be made ava·1at~e 
under this bill. 

The precedents of the House have been 
called to the attention of the Chair and 
the Chair has given consideration to 
those precedents also. The Chair is of 
the opinion that the amendment is in or
der and therefore overrules the point of 
order made by the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debat.e on the 
amendment and all amendments thereto 
as well on the bill close in 15 minutes, 
the last 5 minates to be reserved to the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, the first 

provision of my amendment applies to 
"any appropriation or authorization con
tained in this act," and it also restricts 
the payment of compensation therefrom 
to any position which may become va
cant during the fiscal year beginning on 
July 1, 1952, with certain specified ex
emptions. 

The first exemption-paragraph· (a) 
not to exceed 25 percent of all vacancies. 
This simply prohibits affected govern
mental units covered in this bill for fiscal 
year 1953 from filling more thaq 25 per
cent of their vacancies during the year. 

Paragraph (b) permits the affect.ed 
governmental units contained in the bill 
to fill positions withiri. their same or
ganization. 

Paragraph <c) exempts offices or po
sitions required by law to be filled by 
Presidential appointment by and with 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

Paragraph <d) provides that the inhi
bition contained in the first paragraph 
of the amendment shall not apply to 
employees in our veterans' medical facil
ities, exclusive of the departmental 
medical personnel in the District of 
Columbia. 

Paragraph (e) exempts employees in 
grades CFC-1, 2, and 3. The work being 
performed by the employees in these 
grades has been defined by the Congress 
in the Classification Act of 1949, Public 
Law 429, of the Eighty-first Congress. 

Briefly the duties of CPC-1 employees 
are to run errands, check parcels, or per
form light manual tasks with little or no 
responsibility. Employees in this grade 
consist chiefiy of messenger boys and 
girls and their salary ranges from $1.510 
to $2,170 and the Civil Service Commis
sion has advised me that as of June 30, 
1951, the various dep&rtments and agen
cies of the executive branch in the con
tinental United States employed only 63 
persons in this classification. 

Grade CPC-2 is the lowest grade for 
adult employees. Positions in this 
grade, generally speaking, are unskilled. 
laborers, char employees, adult messen
gers, elevator operators. and kitchen 
helpers and waiters in the various gov
ernmental institutions. Positions in 
this grade range from $2,120 to $2,840 
and the various departments and agen
cies o ~ the e;rn~· '"ive branch in tl e con-
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tinental United States employed 27 ,362 
in this grade, as of June 30, 1951. 

The employees of CPC-3 includes cus
todial or office-labor positions, the per
formance of which requires some skill, 
training, or experience, · or · involving 
some degree of responsibility. This 
grade includes semiskilled laborers, 
chauffeurs, truck drivers, straw bosses of 
a group of charwomen, firemen of low
pressure heating boilers, and messengers 
who also do light manual or office-labor 
tasks with some responsibility. The pay 
scale ranges from $2,252 to $3,032. As 
of June 30, 1951, in the various depart
ments and agencies of the executive 
branch in the continental United States 
the Civil Service Commission advised me 
that there were 23,323 persons in this 
grade. 

The purpose of exempting the em
ployees in these three low-paid pay scale 
grades is because of the nature of work 
performed and the extremely high turn
over within these grades. 

I have provided in this amendment 
that the employees of the General Ac
counting Office should be exempt from 
the provisions in the inhibiticin. · This 
proviso was in the amendment last year, 
an1 I am quite sure that every Member 
of this House is cognizant of the excel
lent job being done by our former col
league the Honorable Lindsay C. War
ren, the Comptroller General of the 
United States. Mr. Warren, with the 
aid of his efficient and loyal assistants, 
improved the efficiency of his organiza
tion each succeeding year. 

Paragraph (g) exempts employees of 
tha Tax Court of the United States. 
Tl:is proviso likewise was in the amend
ment offered to the bill last year. The 
purpose is to make uniform the exemp
tion provided to the judiciary as was 
contained in the Justice Department ap
propriations bill last session. 

The last paragraph of the amendment 
provides that when any governmental 
unit contained in this bill shall, as the 
result of the operation of this amend
ment, reduce its personnel ·~o a number 
not exceeding 90 percent of the total 
number of employees provided for in 
t his bill, this amendment shall cease to 
apply and the said 90 percent shall be
come a ceiling for employment during 
fis~al year 1953, and if exceeded any time 
<::--.iring the year thiaprovision shall again 
become operative. This last paragraph 
provides an option by permitting the 
governmental unit to make a 10-percent 
cut at the outset or, as provided by para
uaph <a), they have the option of filling 
o:;.1ly 25 percent of their personnel va
cancies until the 90-percent ceiling for 
employment has been achieved. 

~r . Chairman, I am sure it is not 
n3cessary for ne to go into a complete 
e .. planation of this amendment due to 
t he fact that a similar amendment was 
adopted to the independent offices bill 
and to four other appropriation bills 
d.uring the last session of the Congress. 
There are, however, a few minor changes 
in this amendment compared to the 
amendment which was adopted last year. 
Last year I excluded from the provisions 
of the amendment employees in CPC 
grades 1 and 2. In this amendment I 
have also excluded from the provisions 

of the amendment the CPC grade 3 
employees. Then, also, we have excluded 
the employees of the Tax Court of the 
United States. Under present conditions 
I am sure they will have their hands full 
and need all the employees this bill pro
vides to handle the job pr operly. I have 
also excluded the employees of the Amer
ican Batt le Monuments Commission. 
There are only some 400 employees, and 
many of them are in the low-grade salary 
positions. 

I must say, in fairness to the subcom
mittee dealing with independent offices 
appropriations, that they have done what 
I think is a very good job, generally 
speaking. However, I do not think they 
went far enough in the reduction of per
sonnel. It is true they did reduce the 
personnel that was requested by the Bu
reau of the Budget by approximately 8 
percent. This amendment provides for 
another reduction which will amount to 
approximate~y 6 percent, or in other 
words, will keep approximately 10,000 off 
the Federal payroll during fiscal year 
1953, and will effect a dollar saving to our 
taxpayers of $50,000,000. Do you not 
believe that is worth saving? 

If the amendment I am now offering 
is made the law of the land, funds are 
provided for about 260,000 employees in 
this bill now before us, costing over a 
billion dollars. When you take into con
siceration the travel pay, per diem pay, 
leave pay, office rental, furniture, and so 
forth, it will run in the neighborhood of 
a billion and a quarter dollars. 

There is a limit to all things. I am 
sure they would get along very nicely if 
they had even less than 200,000 people 
handling this job if properly managed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for one 
additional minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ten minutes re
main under the limitation of debate. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that 2 minutes of 
that t ime be allotted to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
t he gentleman from Iowa may proceed 
for two additional minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JENSEN. Thank you-the chair

man of this subcommittee, Mr. THOMAS, 
is one of the most gracious, lovable gen
tlemen I have ever known. It gives me 
no pleasure to disagree with my friend, 
but I must in this instance. 

In conclusion, I do want to bring to 
your attention the investigation that was 
made in 1950 by the committe headed by 
our colleague the gentleman from Mis
sissippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. Look at this 
chart on government service employees 
in four departments of Government, 
which I am sure is a fair example of all 
department personnel. 

Please note they have just as many 
grade 9's as you have grade l 's. The 
line should come from the head man, 
No. 15, and start on a gradual incline 
up to about grade 5 and then level off, 
but these departments are so thorough
ly and completely subdivided into di
visions, units, and bureaus and with 

head Il\en with big, fine-sounding titles, 
each put at the head of a few employees, 
then he is raised to grade 9, 10, 11, 12 
and up. Yes and up, up, up goes the 
expenditures for personnel, no end. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
THOMAS]. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I do 
hope the House will vote down this 
amendment. I at least have been labor
ing under the impression that the sub
committe had done a pretty fair job. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. I am sorry the gentle
man was not listening, because I said 
that. 

Mr. THOMAS. There was nothing 
personal in my remarks. I love my 
friend. He handed me a bouquet that I 
do not deserve, but I appreciate it just 
the same. 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman de
serves a whole bushel full of bouquets. 

Mr. THOMAS. I thank the gentle
man. Still, I am going to ask the :House 
to vote down the amendment offered 
by my distinguished friend. His objec
tive is fine, and the subcommittee has 
no argument to enter into with him on 
his objective. We cut these agencies 
very hard, and I think the House realizes 
that. Now, the gentleman's amendment 
and it only applies to this bill, reduces 
it 10 percent below what we have already 
done, and, frankly, I do not believe they 
can stand it. I say this advisedly and I 
believe the House, and my friend from 
Iowa, will back me up in it, that this 
subcommittee has cut the independent 
agencies over the last three consecutive 
years right to the bone, and that is right 
where they are now. 

Mr. JENSEN. If this bill goes through 
as is, it will only cut the employment in 
all these agencies during the last 3 years 
about 11 percent. 

Mr. THOMAS. But you exempt the 
veterans' medical facilities, and I want 
to point out to my friend that the vet 
erans' medical facilities has 127 ,000 em
ployees, of which 20,000 are dent ists, 
doctors, and nurses. Now, there are 
107 ,000 other employees : finance officers, 
warehousemen, cooks, pantry people, 
maintenance and repair people, scrub 
people, gardeners, chauffeurs, stenogra
phers, and clerks, and so forth. You ex
empt them. I am complaining about it 
because I think we have already cut 
them enough. But, if you are going to 
make your amendment apply to inde
pendent agencies here, there are only 
282 or 283 ·thousand people altogether ~n 
the independent agencies, and in one foll 
swoop you have exempted 127,000 und ·~r 
the item of medical facilities of the Vet
erans' Administration, when in truth 
and fact, there are only 20,000 dentists, 
doctors, and nurses out of that 127,000 
in the medical facilities. I hope my 
friend will not insist on this amendment 
because this committee, with the good 
help of the House, has really cut the.se 
agencies right to the bone. 

Mr. JENSEN. If my amendment does 
not amount to muc· , why all the f ss? 
Why worry about it? 
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Mr. THOMAS. You are going_ to take 
it out of the other agencies. · 

Mr. JENSEN. Another thing, the 
gentleman said in answer to the gentle
woman from Massachusetts the other 
day when she criticized the committee 
for taking 300 people off the payroll in a 
certain agency-as I say, the gentleman 
said ''Well, the mistake we made was 
that we did not take all 1,526 off." 

Mr. T"tlOMAS. That is right. Do you 
want to take those other 300 o!I? But 
the House did not want to take them 
off. That is water over the dam. I cer
tainly agree with the gentleman on 
that. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on 
the amendment. 

Mr. BC>GGS of Louisiana. Mr-. Chair
man, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. Mr. Chair

man, when the independent· offices ap
propriation bill, H. R. 7072, was before 
the House for consideration, the limited 
time for debate did not permit full ex,. 
pression of views of all Members of the 
Rouse on the many features embodied in 
this piece of legislation. While I had no 
disposition to impede the passage of this 
appropriation bill, I would like to go on 
record as opposing in principle some of its 
features. I am referring now to the mari
time activities section of the bill. In this 
section the ap_propriation committee im
poses a limitation upon the number of 
.subsidized voyages which may be op
erated, and specifies that a particular 
number of those so authorized shall be 
reserved for contracts which may in the 
future be awarded to new operators. 
The policy of the United States con
cerning the building and operation of an 
adequate privately owned American 
merchant marine has already been de
cided and set forth in the Merchant Ma
rine Act of 1936. Our merchant fteet has 
not yet reached the size and capacity to 
conform to that policy. We are today 
carrying only about 34 percent of our 
own commerce in United States ftag 
ships. I do not consider, nor do I think 
the majority of the Members of Congress 
considers, that this represents the sub
star ... tial proportion stated in the policy 
declaration of existing law. Therefore, 
it seems to me that it is contrary to exist
ing congressional policy to place a ceiling 
upon the development of our merchant 
marine by means of limiting the number 
ef ships or the number of voyages which 
may be operated ·by appropriations for 
the year 1953 or any other fiscal year. 

I appreciate that any activity sup
ported by the Government should be 
subjed to strict congressional control. 
It should certainly be limited to the 
amount of money which the Congress is 
willing to make available for such pur
pose. In the present -instance there is 
no controversy over the amount of 
funds appropria ed. What I am object
ing to, and what the friends of American 
shipping are objecting to, including man
agement, sea-going labor, shipbuilders, 

shipyard workers, and others, is a speci
fication in an appropriation bill as to 
particular voyages and ships which are 
autho1ized. This is in direct conflict with 
the practice and policy embodied in 
other appropriation bills. When money 
is made available for the Army, Navy, or 
any other governmental department, it 
has never been the policy of the Congress 
to specify the particular items which 
may be purchased or the ships, divisions, 
airplanes, or whatnot authorized to 
be purchased and/or operated through 
the use of such funds. Certainly when 
these governmental departments request 
funds they send up through the Bureau 
of the Budget what is properly termed 
"justification material" which states in 
general terms the purposes for which 
it is proposed to use the funds so re
quested. However, to my knowledge, the 
Congress has never limited the funds 
when available to such specific and de
tailed purposes. All of these functions, 
including the maritime, are of a purely 
technical character. They are influenced 
by changing conditions during the fiscal 
year. It is not only a ceiling upon the 
development of our merchant marine, 
but is a hampering restriction upon the 
use of the technical knowledge and dis
cret ·on of our governmental departments 
to follow this policy. 

I hope that we may soon cea.se this un
wise procedure, and that we may return 
to appropriating such funds as Congress 
is willing to make available in annual 
appropriations bills without taking over 
the function of the Government depart
ments, and without changing the estab
lished policy of the Congress through 
restrictive provisions in an appropriation 
bill. These provisions would have been 
subject to a point of order, and I be
lieve such a P"int of order would have 
been made but for the fact that a closed 
rule was granted for consideration of 
H. R. 7072. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair 
being in doubt, the Committee divided, 
and there were-ayes 157, noes 108. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk concluded the reading of the 

bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 

Committee .rises. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. MILLS, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
<H. R. 7072) making appropriations for 
the Executive Office and sundry inde
pendent executive bureaus, boards, com
missions, corporations, agencies, and 
offices, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1953, and for other purposes, pursuant 
to House Resolution 578, be reported the 
bill back to the House with sundry 
amendments adopted by the Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for 
a separate vcte on the Fisher amend
ment. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a 
separate vote .on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York CMr. 
CoUDERT] , reducing the appropriation for 
the Tennessee Valley Authority, on page 
35, line 14, by $14,000,000. 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The so-called Fisher amendment re
lates to the reduction of housing units, 
does it not? 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. It 
is the Yates amendment as amended by 
the substitute amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas. The amend
ment that will be voted upon will be the 
Yates amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. kr. 
Speaker, the Fisher amendment is also 
the Yates amendment, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. No. It is vice versa. 
Is a separate vote demanded on any 

other amendment? If not, the Chair 
will put them en grosse. 

The other amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the first amendment upon which a sepa
rate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. F'IsL'ER as a 

substitute for the amendment offered by Mr. 
YATES : Page 24, strike out line 11, all the 
language down to and including the word 
"Congress" in line 25 and insert the fol
lowing: "Provided further, That notwith
standing the provisions of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937, as amended, the Public 
Housing Administration shall not, with re
spect to projects initiated after March 1, 
1949 (1) authorize during the fiscal year 19E3 
the commencement of construction of in 
excess of 5,000 dwelling units, or (2) after 
the date of approval of . this act enter into 
any agreement, contract, or other arrange
ment which will bind the Public Housing 
Administration in respect to loans, annual 
contributions, or authorizations for com
mencement of . construction, for dwelling 
units aggregating in excess of 5,0CD to be 
authorized for commencement of construc
tion during any one fiscal year subsequent 
to the fiscal year 1953, unless a greater num
ber of uni.ts is hereafter aut horized by the 
Congress." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were-yeas 192, nays 168, answered 
"present" 1, not voting 71, as follows: 

[Roll No. 33] 
YEAS-192 

Aandahl Bennett, Fla, 
Abernethy Bentsen 
Adair Berey 
Allen, Calif. Betts 
Allen, Ill. Bishop 
Allen, La. Blackney 
Andersen, Bonner 

H . Carl Bow 
Anderson, Calif.Bramblett 
Andresen, Brehm 

August H. Brooks 
Arends Brown, Oh'..o 
Armstrong Bryson 
Baker Budge 
Barden Buffett 
Bates, Mass. Burleson 
Beamer Burton 
Beckworth Eusbey 
Belcher Bush 

Byrnes 
Carlyle 
Chatham 
Chenoweth 
Chiperfield 
Church 
Cole, Kans. 
Cole, N. Y. 
Colmer 
Cooley 
Cotton 
Cox 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Cunningham 
Curtis, Nebr. 
Dague 
Davis. Ga. 
Davis, Wis. 
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Dempsey Johnson 
Denny Jonas 
Devereux JonE>s, 
D'Ewart Hamilton C. 
Dolliver Jones, 
Doughton Woodrow W. 
Durham Kearney 
Ellsworth Kearns 
Elston Keating 
Fenton Kilburn 
Fisher Kilday 
Ford King, Pa. 
Gamble Latham 
Gary Lecompte 
Gathings Lovre 
Gavin Lucas 
George Lyle 
Golden McCulloch 
Goodwin McDonough 
Graham McGregor 
Gross Mcintire 
Gwinn McMillan 
Hagen Mc Vey 
Hale Mack, Wash. 
Hall, Mahon 

Edwin Arthur Martin, Mass. 
Harden Mason 
Harris Meader 
Harrison, Nebr. Miller, Md. 
Harrison, Wyo. Miller, Nebr. 
Harvey Miller, N. Y. 
Hebert Mills 
Herlong Murray, Tenn. 
Hill Nelson 
Hillings Nicholson 
Hoeven Norblad 
Hoffman, Ill. Norrell 
Hoffman, Mich. Osmers 
Hope Ostertag 
Horan Patterson 
Hunter Phillips 
Ikard Pickett 
Jackson, Calif. Poage 
Jarman Poulson 
Jenison Prouty 
Jenkins R adwan 
Jensen Redden 

Addonizio 
Albert 
Andrews 
Anfuso 
Angell 
Aspinall 
Ayres 
Bakewell 
Barrett 
Beall 
Bender 
Bennett, Mich. 

·Blatnik 
Boggs, Del. 
Boggs, La. 
Bray 
Brown, Ga. 
Buckley 
Burnside 
Camp 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carnahan 
Case 
Cell er 
Chelf 
Chudotr 
Clemente 
Cooper 
Coudert 
Crosser 
Curtis, Mo. 
Davis, Tenn. 
Dawson 
Deane 
DeGraffenried 
Delaney 
Denton 
Dingell 
Donohue 
Donovan 
Dorn 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Engle 
Evins 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fernandez 
Fine 
Forand 
Forrester 
Frazier 
Fulton 
Furco!o 
Garmatz 
Gordon 

NAY&-168 
Gore 
Granahan 
Green 
Greenwood 
Gregory 
Hand 
Hardy 
Havenner 
Hays, Ark. 
Hays, Ohio 
Heller 
Heselton 
Hess 
Holifield 
Holmes 
Howell 
Irving 
Jackson, Wash. 
Javits 
Jones, Ala. 
Jones, Mo. 
Judd 
Karsten, Mo. 
Kean 
Kelley, Pa. 
Kelly, N. Y. 
Kennedy 
Keogh 
Kerr 
King, Calif. 
Kirwan 
Klein 
Kluczynskl 
Lane 
Lanham 
Lantaff 
Lesinski 
Lind 
McCarthy 
McCormack 
McGrath 
McGuire 
McKinnon 
McMullen 
Machrowicz 
Mack, Ill. 
Madden 
Magee 
Mansfield 
Marshall 
Merrow 
Mitchell 
Morris 
Morrison 
Moulder 
Multer 
Mumma. 
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Reece, Tenn. 
Reed, Ill. 
R eed,N. Y. 
Rees, Kans. 
Regan 
R ichards 
Riley 
Rogers, Fla. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Ross 
St. George 
Schenck 
Schwabe 
Scrivner 
Scudder 
Shafer 
Sheehan 
Simpson, Ill. 
Simpson, Pa. 
Smith, Kans. 
Smith, Miss. 
Smith, Va. 
Smith, Wis. 
Springer 
Stanley 
Stockman 
T aber 
Talle 
Teague 
Thompson, 

Mich. 
Thompson, Tex. 
Vail 
Van Pelt 
Van Zandt 
Vinson 
Vursell 
Werdel 
Wharton 
Whitten 
Wigglesworth 
Williams, Miss. 
Willis 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wilson, Tex. 
Winstead 
Wood, Idaho 

O'Brien, Ill. 
O 'Brien, Mich. 
O'Neill 
O 'Toole 
Patman 
Perkins 
Philbin 
Polk 
P owell 
Preston 
Price 
Priest 
Rains 
Ramsay 
Rankin 
Reams 
Rhodes 
Riehlman 
Robeson 
Rodino 
Rogers, Colo. 
Rooney 
Roosevelt 
Saba th 
Sadlak 
Sasscer 
Saylor 
Scott, Hardie 
Scott, 

Hugh D., Jr. 
Secrest 
Seely-Brown 
Shelley 
Sheppard 
Sieminski 
Sittler 
Spence 
Steed 
Stigler 
Sutton 
Tackett 
Taylor 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tollefson _ 
Trimble 
Walter 
Watts 
Wier 
Williams, N. Y. 
Withrow 
Wolverton 
Yates 
Yorty 
Zablocki 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-1 

P atten 

NOT VOTING-71 
Abbitt Fugate Murphy 
Auchincloss Granger Murray, Wis. 
Bailey Grant O 'Hara 
Baring Hall, O'Konski 
Bates, Ky. Leonard W. Passman 
Battle Halleck Potter 
Bolling Harrison, Va.. Rabaut 
Bolton Hart Ribicotf 
Bosone Hedrick Rivers 
Boykin Heffernan Roberts 
Brownson Herter Rogers, Tex. 
Buchanan Hinshaw Short 
Burdick Hull Sikes 
Butler James Staggers 
Carrigg Kee Velde 
Clevenger Kersten, Wis. Vorys 
Combs Larcade Weichel 
Corbett McConnell Welch 
Dollinger Martin, Iowa. Wheeler 
Dondero Miller, Calif. Wickersham 
Doyle Morano Widnall 
Eaton Morgan Wolcott 
Flood Morton Wood, Ga. 
Fogarty Murdock Woodruff 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the fallowing 

pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Halleck for, with Mr. Fogarty against. 
Mr. Velde for, with Mr. Morgan against. 
Mr. McConnell for, with Mr. Granger 

against. 
Mr. Dondero for, with Mrs. Bolton against. 
Mr. Rogers of Texas for, with Mr. Widnall 

against. 
Mr. Butler for, with Mr. Bolling against. 
Mr. Passman for, with Mr. Corbett against. 
Mr. Carrigg for, with Mr. Herter against. 
Mr. Wolcott for, with Mr. Bailey against. 
Mr. Clevenger for, with Mr. Doyle against. 
Mr. Weichel for, with Mr. O 'Konski against. 
Mr. Hull for, with Mr. Auchincloss against. 
Mr. Short for, with Mr. Ribicoff against. 
Mr. Woodruff for, with Mr. H art against. 
Mr. Kersten of Wisconsin for, with Mr. 

Bates of Kentucky against. 
Mr. Leonard W. Hall for, with Mr. Dollinger 

against. 
Mr. Vorys for, with Mr. Hedrick against. 
Mr. Patten for, with Mr. Murdock against. 
Mr. Murray of Wisconsin f.or, with Mrs. 

Bosone against. 

Untii further notice: 
Mr. Abbitt with Mr. James. 
Mr. Baring with Mr. Scudder. 
Mr. Combs with Mr. Hinshaw. 
:Mr. Grant with Mr. Eaton. 
Mr. Fugate with Mr. Potter. 
Mr. Flood with Mr. Martin of Iowa. 
Mr. Wood of Georgia with Mr. Morton. 
~.41'. Wickersham with Mr. Burdick. 
Mr. Welch with Mr. Brownson. 
Mr. Wheeler with Mr. O 'Hara. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Morano. 

Mr. PATTEN. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
live pair with the gentleman from Ari
zona, Mr. MURDOCK. If h~ were pres
ent, he would vote "nay." I voted "yea." 
I withdraw my vote and vote "present." 

Mr. KEARNEY changed his vote from 
nay to yea. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment on which a sepa
rate vote has been demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 35, line 14, strike out "$185,270,-

000" and insert "$171,270,000_." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendment. 

· Mr. GORE. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 199, nays 159, answered 
"present" 1, not voting 73, as follows: 

[Roll No. 34) 
YEAS-199 

Aandahl Fisher Miller, N. Y. 
Adair Ford Mumma 
Allen, Calif. Fulton Nelson 
Allen, Ill. Gamble Nicholson 
Allen, La. Gary Norblad 
Andersen, Gathings Osmers 

H. Carl Gavin Ostertag 
Anderson, Calif. George P atterson 
Andresen, Goodwin Phillips 

August H. Graham P ickett 
Arends Greenwood Polk 
Armstrong Gross Poulson 
Ayres Gwinn Prouty 
Bakewell Hale R adwan 
Barden Hall, Reams 
Bates, Mass. Edwin Arthur Reed, Ill. 
Beall Hand Reed, N. Y. 
Beamer Harden Rees, Kans. 
Belcher Hardy Regan 
Bender Harrison, Nebr. Richards 
Bentsen Harrison, Wyo. Riehlman 
Berry Harvey Robeson 
Betts Hebert Rogers, Fla. 
Blackney Herlong Rogers, Mass. 
Boggs, Del. Heselton Ross 
Boggs, La. Hess Sadlak 
Bonner Hill St. George 
Bow Billings Sasscer 
Bramblett Hoeven Saylor 
Bray Hoffman, Ill. Schenck 
Brehm Hoffman, Mich. Schwabe 
Brooks Hope Scott, Hardie 
Brown, Ohio Hunter Scott, 
Budge Ikard Hugh D., Jr . 
Buffett Jackson, Calif. Scrivner 
Burleson Jenison Scudder 
Burton Jenkins Secrest 
Busbey Jensen Seely-Brown 
Bush Jonas Shafer 
Byrnes, Wis. Jones, Sheehan 
Canfield Hamilton C. Simpson, Pa. 
Carlyle Jones, Sittler 
Case Woodrow W. Smith, Kans. 
Chatham Judd Smith, Va. 
Chenoweth Kean Smith, Wis. 
Chiperfield Kearney Springer 
Church Kearns Stanley 
Cole, Kans. Keating Stockman 
Cole, N. Y. Kelley, Pa. Taber 
Cooley Kennedy Talle 
Cotton Kilburn Taylor 
Coudert King, Pa. Teague 
Crawford Lantaff Thompson, 
Crumpacker Latham Mich. 
Cunningham Lecompte Thornberry 
Curtis, Mo. Lind Tollefson 
Curtis, Nebr. Lovre Vail 
Dague McCulloch Van Pelt 
Davis, Wis. McDonough Van Zandt 
Denny McGregor Vinson 
Devereux Mcintire Werdel 
D'Ewart McMillan Wharton 
Dolliver Mc Vey Wigglesworth 
Durham Mahon Williams, N. Y. 
Eberharter Martin, Mass. Willis 
Ellsworth Mason Wilson, Ind. 
Elston Meader Wolverton 
Fallon Merrow Wood, Idaho 
Fenton Miller, Md. 

Abernethy 
Addonizio 
Albert 
Andrews 
Anfuso 
Angell 
Aspinall 
Baker 
Barrett 
Beckworth 
Bennett, Fla. 
Bennett, Mich. 
Bishop 
B atnik 
Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Buckley 
Camp 
Cannon 
Carnahan 
Celler 
Chelf 
Chudotf 
Clemente 
Colmer 
Cooper 
Cox 

NAY&-159 

Crosser 
Davis, Ga. 
Davis, Tenn. 
Dawson 
Deane 
DeGraffenried 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
Denton 
Dingell 
Donohue 
Donovan 
Dorn 
Doughton 
Elliott 
Engle 
E vins 
Feighan 
Fernandez 
Fine 
Forand 
Forrester 
Frazier 
Furcolo 
Garmatz 
Golden 
Gordon 

Gore 
Granahan 
Green 
Gregory 
Hagen 
Harris 
Havenner 
Hays, Ark. 
Heller 
Holifield 
Holmes 
Horan 
Howell 
Hull 
Irving 
Jackson, Wash. 
Jarman 
Javits 
Johnson 
Jones, Ala. 
Jones, Mo. 
Karsten, Mo. 
Kelly, N. Y. 
Keogh 
Kerr 
Kilday 
King, Calif. 
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Kirwan 
Klein 
Kluczynski 
Lane 
Lanham 
Lesinski 
Lucas 
Lyle 
McCarthy 
McCormack 
McGrath 
McGuire 
McKinnon 
McMullen 
Machrowicz 
Mack, Ill. 
Mack, Wash. 
Madden 
Magee 
Mansfield 
Marshall 
Miller, Nebr. 
Mills 
Mitchell 
Morris 
Morrison 

Moulder 
Multer 
Murray, Tenn. 
Norrell 
O'Brien, Ill. 
O'Brien, Mich. 
O'Neill 
O'Toole 
Patman 
Perkins 
Philbin 
Poage 
Powell 
Preston 
Price 
Priest 
Rains 
Ramsay 
Rankin 
Redden 
Reece, Tenn. 
Rhodes 
R iley 
Rodino 
Rogers, Colo. 
Rooney 

Roosevelt 
Saba th 
Shelley 
Sheppard 
Sieminski 
Simpson, Ill. 
Smith, Miss. 
Spence 
Steed 
Stigler 
Sutton 
Tackett 
Thomas 
Thompson, Tex. 
Trimble 
Vursell 
Walter 
Watts 
Whitten 
Wier 
Williams, Miss. 
Winstead 
Withrow 
Yates 
Yorty 
Zablocki 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-1 

Patten 

NOT VOTING-73 
Abbitt Fugate 
Auchincloss Granger 
Bailey Grant 
Baring Hall, 
Bates. Ky. Leonard W. 
Battle Halleck 
Bolling Harrison, Va. 
Bolton Hart 
Bosone Hays, Ohio 
Boykin Hedrick 
Brownson Heffernan 
Buchanan Herter 
Burdick Hinshaw 
Burnside James 
Butler Kee 
Carrigg Kersten, ·w1s. 
Clevenger Larcade 
Combs McConnell 
Corbett Martin, Iowa 
Dollinger Miller, Calif. 
Dondero Morano 
Doyle Morgan 
Eaton Morton 
Flood Murdock 
Fogarty Murphy 

Murray, Wis. 
O'Hara 
O'Konskl 
Passman 
Potter 
Rabaut 
Ribicoff 
Rivers 
Ro)Jerts 
Rogers, Tex. 
Short 
Sikes 
Staggers 
Velde 
Vorys 
Weichel 
Welch 
Wheeler 
Wickersham 
Widnall 
Wilson, Tex. 
Wolcott 
Wood, Ga. 
Woodruif 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Halleck for, with Mr. Fogarty against. 
Mr. Butler for, with Mr. Bolling against. 
Mr. McConnell for, with Mr. Granger 

against. 
Mr. Dondero for, with Mr. Morgan against. 
Mr. Weichel for, with Mr. Doyle against. 
Mr. Short for, with Mr. Hedrick against. 
Mr. Kersten of Wisconsin for, with Mr. 

Hart against. 
Mr. Leonard W. Hall for, with Mr. Bates 

of Kentucky against. 
Mr. Vorys for, with Mr. Dollinger against. 
Mr. Patton for, with Mr. Murdock against. 
Mr. Carrigg for, with Mr. Flood against. 
Mr. Harrison of Virginia for, with Mr. Riv-

ers against. 
Mr. Herter for, with Mr. Boykin against. 
Mr. Corbett for, with Mr. Roberts against. 
Mr. Clevenger for, with Mr. Wheeler 

against. 
:Mr. Eaten for, with Mrs. Bosone against. 
Mr. Velde for, with Mr. Combs against. 
Mr. Potter for, with Mr. Wickersham 

against. 
Mr. Woodruff for, with Mr. Battle against. 
Mr. Widnall for, with Mr. Kee against. 
Mr. Wolcott for, with Mr. Wood of Georgia 

against. 
Mr. Auchincloss for, with Mr. Grant 

a gainst. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Staggers with Mr. James. 
Mr. Barring with Mrs. B::ilton. 
Mr. Bailey with Mr. Burdick. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts changed 
her vote from "nay" to "yea." 

Mr. BISHOP changed his vote from 
"yea" to "nay." 

Mr. PATI'EN. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
live pair with the gentleman from Ari
zona, Mr. MURDOCK. If he were pres
ent he would have voted "nay." I voted 
"yea." I withdraw my vote and vote 
"present." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman op
posed to the bill? 

Mr. COUDERT. I am, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman 

qualifies. 
The Clerk will report the motion to 

recommit. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CoUDERT moves to recommit the bill 

to the Committee on Appropriations with 
instructions to report the same back forth
with with the following amendment: On 
page 64, after line 21, add a new section 405 
as follows: 

"SEC. 405. Money appropriated in this act 
shall be available for expenditure in the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1953, only to the 
extent that expenditure thereof shall not 
result in total aggregate expenditures of all 
agencies provided for herein beyond the total 
sum of $6,900,000,000." 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the previous question is ordered. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and on a 

division <demanded by Mr. CouDERT) 
there were-ayes 112, noes 209. 

So the motion to r:commit was re
jected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

AUTHORIZING CLERK TO CORRECT SEC
TION NUMBERS 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk be 
authorized to correct section numbers on 
the bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

GENERAL LEA VE TO EXTEND 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all members 
may have five legislative days in which 
to extend their remarks on the bill just 
passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. MANSFIELD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 3 
minutes today, following the conclusion 
of special orders heretofore entered. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that business in 
order on Calendar Wednesday next week 
may be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

CONSUMERS PRICE INDEX FOR 
FEBRUARY 1952 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, our 

vigorous anti-inflation program is be
ginning to achieve results. I am delight
ed to see that the Consumers Price Index 
for February shows a slight decline of 
six-tenths of 1 percent. This means that 
the load which the consumer has had to 
carry is beginning to ease off. Our anti
inflation program has arrested the up
ward swing of prices and is slowly bring. 
ing them back to decent levels. 

Let us not be premature in our self
congratulations. We are achieving sta
bilization-yes. But we are achieving it 
at a level which places the necessities of 
life beyond the reach of millions of 
Americans whose incomes have not kept 
pace with the price rises. Price levels are 
still unfair to fixed income families: 
school teachers, clergymen, white-collar 
workers, veterans living on pensions and 
disability allowances, and senior citizens 
living on savings and annuities. 

NO TIME TO ABANDON INFLATION CONTROLS 

This will no doubt be the occasion for a 
loud chorus of demands to kill OPS. It 
will spark hundreds of lobby campaigns 
for special amendments to prohibit any 
controls over individual products even 
though their prices may rise seriously in 
the future. 

This is no time to talk of weakening the 
Defense Production Act. The wolf is ofI 
the front porch, but he may still be lurk
ing in the garden. 

We know not what dangers lie ahead. 
Some factors continue to militate for 

higher prices. Increases allowed under 
the Capehart amendment have already 
resulted in annual price increases of 
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$800,000,000. The tempo of military 
production has yet to reach its peak. 

To demolish our dikes against infla
tion at this time would be· a historic 
folly. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous or
der of the House, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. FuRCOLO] is recog
nized for 15 minutes. 

THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE OF 
SOLDIERS OF POLAND 

Mr. FURCOLO. Mr. Speaker, may it 
please the House:-

I want to very briefly discuss the 
Ka.tyn Forest massacre of thousands of 
Polish soldiers. I serve on the congres
sional committee investigating it. 

I cannot possibly tell you the story of 
Katyn Forest in the few minutes' time 
I have today. I can merely tell you a 
fraction of it. I think the very first 
time it will be told in its entirety will be 
some months from now when we file our 
report. 

Katyn is the name of a forest in Russia 
near the ancient city of Smolensk. 
Katyn Forest has existed for centuries, 
but its significance in world history be· 
gins in September of 1939. 

POLAND IS ATTACKED 

On September 1, in that year, Hitler 
had attacked Poland and the mechanized 
might of the Nazis swept into Poland 
across the western borders. Great as 
were the odds against them, the Polish 
troops fought magnificently. They were 
the first to resist Nazi aggression. 

After 17 days of heroic resistance, _an 
ominous rumble came from the east and 
Soviet Russia swept across the unde
fended eastern border of Poland. They 
came, they said, to aid Poland and to 
defend the Polish Nation against the 
Nazi onslaught. They asked the leaders 
'of Poland's gallant army to cooperate 
with Russia against the common enemy. 
They promised to respect the territorial 
integrity of Poland and they -made many 
other promises, none of which was kept. 

OFFICERS SEPARATE D FROM ENLISTED MEN 

There is much to the story- but. to 
shorten it as much as possible. let me 
simply say that thousands of Polish war
riors were taken and held in custody 
by the Russians. Then, gradually, the 
Russians began to separate the Polish 
enlisted men from the officers. Finally 
approximately 15,000 officers were quar
tered in three prison camps in Russia
the camps of Kozielsk, Starobielsk, and 
Ostashkov. There they were allowed to 
write home to their families and, by cor· 
respondence, they kept in touch with 
their loved ones. 

SILENCE 

That was the situation from fall of 
1939 until spring of 1940-then silence, 
and nothing more. It was as though the 
earth had suddenly opened, and swal· 
lowed up thousands of Polish prisoners. 

RUSSIAN-POLISH RECONCILIATION 

During all this time, world events were 
h appening in rapid sequence. In Sep
tember of 1939 the Nazis and the Rus
sians had joined forces. That alliance 

continued until June of 1941. That 
month the Nazis attacked Russia. Im· 
mediately after that Russia joined the 
Allied Powers and, in that capacity, be
came the ally of Poland, too. On August 
12, 1941, there was a formal reconcilia
tion between Russia and Poland, with a 
clause stipulating that Russia would re
lease all Polish citizens. Poland agreed 
to form a Polish Army to help in the fight 
against the Nazis. Russia accordingly 
issued a decree releasing all Polish pris
oners, and the gates of prisons and 
camps were opened. Polish soldiers be· 
gan reporting to places where the Polish 
Army was farming-they came by the 
thousands-but very few officers re
ported. 

"WHERE ARE OUR OFFICERS?" 

Of course it was a puzzling circum
stance and the Polish leaders renewed 
their inquiries of the Soviet authorities. 
"About 15,000 of our Polish officers are 
missing," they said, "officers who were 
taken in custody by Soviet Russia in 
September of 1939. Since early 1940 no 
one has seen or heard from them. or of 
them, directly or indirectly. Where are 
our missing officers?" was the question 
Polish officials asked of Russian officials. 

The inquiries went as h igh as Stalin 
h imself, and the question was asked time 
after t ime, month after month, year 
after year. The answer? There was no 
one answer-in fact, often there was not 
even any reply at all. But when there 
were replies, they ranged from evasions 
to outright denials. 

"They have all been returned home," 
the Russians said. But the Polish fam
ilies knew better. "They have gone to 
join the Polish Army," the Russians said. 
The Polish Army knew that was not true. 
"They escaped into Manchuria; they 
were given to G8rmany; we do not have 

. records," were other answers. 
Words, words, words-but no Polish 

·officers. · 
KATYN FOREST 

_ At any rate, in June of 1941 the Nazis 
had surg.ed into Russia. In August of 

-1941 they took control over Russian ter. 
ritory in the Smolensk area, , including 

.Katyn Forest, that secluded· woods near 
·Smolensk. · 

Quiet, peaceful, beautiful Katyn For
est was an ideal place for a family pic
nic, a sheltered glen in the beautiful 
countryside. It seemed to be a majestic 
island of peace in the sea of inhumanity 
and brutality of warring nations, some
how detached and· apart from the sav
age war that had steeped the civilized 
world in blood. 

That was Katyn Forest, its lofty trees 
reaching up into the heavens, the limbs 
spread protectingly over the world be
low, the foliage sheltering the soft earth. 
Yes, that was Katyn Forest; a place of 
quiet and beauty; and it was here that 
Poland found some of her missing sons. 

THE GERMAN ANNOUNCEMENT 

The German announcement was in the 
form of a crisp, official bulletin, issued 
on April 13, 1943: 

Bulletin: From Smolensk comes news that 
the native population has revealed to Ger
man authorities t h e spot where, in secret 
mass executions, tlle Bolsheviks murdered 

10,000 Polish officers. German authorities 
made a horrible discovery. They found a 
pit 90 feet long by 50 feet wide in which, 
12 deep, lay the bodies of 3,000 Polish offi
cers. Search and discovery of other pits 
continue. 

END OF THE TRAIL 

The long search was over. The miss
ing Polish officers had been found. 

THE INVESTIGATION BEGINS 

Events moved rapidly after that. Rus
sia said the prisoners had been in camps 
in that area, that they fell into German 
hands and, if murdered, the Germans 
had done it. -The Polish asked the- In
ternatlonal Red Cross Committee - at 
Geneva, Switzerland, to investigate: The 
International Red Cross was a neutral 
organ. Germany also made the same 
request, but Russia did not. As a result 
of Russia's-refusal, the International Red 
Cross Committee did not conduct an in
vestigation. Russia not only refused to 
ask for an investigation but Russia also 
broke off diplomatic relations with Po
land. 

GERMANY ACCUSES RUSSIA 

The next step was taken by Germany. 
A commission was appointed composed 
of medical authorities from many na
tions. Ther.e were doctors and univer
sity professors from Belgium, Bulgaria, 
Denmark, Finland, Italy, Croatia, the 
Netherlands, Bohemia, Rumania, Swit
zerland, Slovakia, Hungary, and Mora
via. This so-called German investigation 
was made from April 28 through the 
30th, in 1943. The conclusion was that 
the murders had been committed by the 
Russians approximately 3 years before. 

RUSSIA ACCUSES GERMANY 

The war continued and in August of 
1943 Russia recaptured Smolensk and 
the Katyn Forest area. In January of 
1944 the so-called Russian investigation 
was conducted by Russian doctors. The 

-conclusion was that the murders had 
. been committed by the Germans in 1941. 

THE FULL STORY 

There is so much more to tell. It 
:_would take hours to recount details. of 
each investigation; of reports filed by 

·united States investigators. missing or 
concealed; of the farcical trial at Nurem
burg; of United States broadcasts during 
the war; and of testimony of witnesses 
heard b~- our congressional committee in 
the past few months. 

It would take hours to tell. And there 
is much that has never been told. 

W H Y A KATYN FOREST COMMITTEE? 

If I may digress for just a minute, that 
is one of the reasons for the establish
ment of a committee of the Congress of 
the United States to investigate the 
massacre. The Katyn Forest Massacre 
Committee was formed for several rea
sons. Without listing them all, because 
time does not permit, let me just enu
merate a few of them: 

NAME THE GUI LTY NATION 

First, the nation guilty of committing · 
the murders must be identified after an 
investigation that will be considered to 
be unbiased, impartial, and fair. It is 
not only that th is generation should 
know but it is also imperative that the 
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verdict be recorded for history. Re
gardless of what our own opinions may 
be, certainly posterity is not going to 
accept the investigation report of either 
Germany or Russia when those two na
tions each stand accused of the crime. 

AMERICA'S DUTY 

Second, America is the world's major 
neutral country. We stand for truth 
and justice. We have told all the na
tions of the world that we will seek truth 
and justice for any people who have been 
victims of totalitarian atrocities. All 
nations in the world, .even those behind 
the iron curtain, know that is our proud 
boast. They also knew of the Katyn 
massacre. What better test of our good 
faith than an American investigation? 
Is that not a duty we in America-the 
leader of the free world-owe to all the 
people of the world? 

MAKE THE ACCUSATION 

Third, eventually of course, the United 
Nations should take action. America 
should assume leadership in making 
such a recommendation to the United 
Nations and I have already asked Presi
dent Truman to be ready to assume that 
responsibility. 

But of course no one in America would 
want to make such a recommendation 
solely on the basis of any conclusion 
reached by either Germany or Russia, 
when it is agreed that one of those two 
nations committed the murders. An 
investigation by the committee of the 
Congress of the United States should re- · 
sult in a carefully documented presen
tation of facts to the President of the 
United States on which he would be com
pletely justified in asking the United 
Nations for action. 

It will be more difficult for the United 
Nations to refuse consideration of a re
quest that carries the dignity and weight 
of a carefully considered and fully doc
umented investigation. If America is to 
take leadership in asking for United Na
tions action, America of course must first 
have taken the time and trouble to study 
the case, prepare the evidence, and pre
sent a factual indictment. That is the 
purpose, the function, and the responsi
bility of a congressional committee. 

REVEAL THE FACTS 

Fourth. Aside from everything else, 
there have been stories for years that one 
or more department~ or agencies or 
branches of the United States Govern
ment have covered up and -hushed 
up some phases of the Katyn massacre. 
Reports filed by United States investi
gators have been missing or misplaced or 
concealed. There is also some question 
about the truth of certain statements 
made by official information bureaus of 
the United States Government. Of 
course in that situation no other nation 
in the entire world except America has 
the right or duty to investigate that 
phase of the case. 

IT WILL SA VE LIVFS 

Fifth. American boys and the boys of 
other nations are being captured in Ko
rea. They will be prisoners of some na
tion just as the Polish officers had been 
prisoners. Let us let every nation in the 
world know that America will not over
look treatment of prisoners. Let the 

Katyn investigation be an example of 
that. If any nation is disposed to ill
treat prisoners, knowledge that the 
United States will take action-and the 
Katyn investigation is the proof-may 
cause such nation to think twice. The 
Katyn investigat~on may save prisoners 
in the Korean war or in other wars. It 
may save the lives of American boys as 
well as boys of other nations. 

GENOCIDE 

There are many other reasons, but 
they take too long to discuss in the time 
available to me today. But it does not 
take long to tell one part on which every
one agrees: the bodies of about 5,000 
Polish officers were found in Katyn 
Forest. Each one had been killed by one 
bullet fired in the back of the skull, com
ing out at tpe forehead. 

Murder? Yes; but more than that. 
It was genocide. 

The dictionary defines genocide as, 
"the deliberate and systematic exter
minaticn of a racial, political, or cultural 
group." Let me tell you what the 15,000 
murdered Polish officers meant to Po
land. I say 15,000 even though less than 
5,000 bodies have been found. The other 
10,000 are still missing, but there is no 
real doubt of their fate. 

THE :MEANING OF GENOCIDE 

Wh3. t did the fifteen thousand mean 
to Poland? Let me tell you in the words 
of former Ambassador Tadeusz Romer. 
Here is part of his testimony before our 
committee, and I quote: 

Among them were top- and high-ranking 
Polish Army officers; also well-known scien
tists, politicians, lawyers, editors, physicians, 
economists, and clergymen. They were t h e 
flower of the Polish intelligentsia. These 
men were, of course, badly needed, not only 
for our war effort, but also in connection 
with future plans for mutilated Poland. 

It was put another way by another 
witness, Colonel Grobicki, who had been 
in the prison camp at ozielsk. He said, 
an~ I quote: 

In Kosielsk there was concentrated the 
brain of the Polish Nation. By killing these 
men, they wanted to put away the brain of 
the Polish Nation. It is much easier to 
handle the people when the intelligentsia, 
the brain of the nation, is put away. 

Or, as it was put by a witness at the 
hearing in Chicago: 

The massacre at Katyn destroyed the crea
tive force of Poland. 

SELECTIVE MURDER 

The massacre at Katyn Forest was 
genocide-a cold-blooded, deliberate·, 
calculated attempt to destroy the leader
ship of Poland. There have been many 
mass exterminations and wholesale kill
ings that far exceeded the number mur
dered at Katyn. But there has never 

. been such a wholesale case of selective 
murder. 

There have been exterminations of 
millions-ruthlessly, .. indiscriminately
without regard.-to which were leaders 
and which were rank and file. But 
Katyn marks the first time in recent his
tory, at least, of genocide in the sense of 
selective, discriminate, and carefully 
planned murder intended to eliminate 
solely the leadership of a nation, yet keep 
the masses, the rank and file, alive-for 

exploitation, for slavery, or for whatever 
purpose was in the minds of the mur
derers. 

The aim was to eliminate the leader
ship that might lead those masses in 
resistance; to destroy the intelligentsia 
that might teach the less educated the 
truth; and to kill the creative force that 
might rebuild a nation. It was geno
cide-to keep a gallant nation from its 
true destiny. 

The perpetrators of the Katyn mas
sacre well knew how easy it is to lead 
the flock of sheep once the shepherd has 
been removed. 

Oh, yes, there have been greater mass 
murders and exterminations than at 
Katyn. That is not its significance. Its 
significance lies rather in the attempt 
to enslave an entire nation by destroying 
its leadership. The purpose was to cut 
off the head, but keep the body to work. 

A CRIME AGAINST HUMANITY 

There is much more to the Katyn For
est dory. As I said in the beginning, 
it cannot possibly be told in this brief 
time. All I have hoped to do is to 
awaken your interest a little because it 
is important that you know about it. It 
is not a crime against only the Polish 
people: It is a crime against humanity. 

I know of the interest of those of Pol
ish descent. In fact, I have received 
literally dozens of invitations to speak 
on Katyn from Polish organizations in 
half the States of the Nation. But it 
should not be a matter solely of concern 
to the Polish people. It concerns 
everyone. 

THE WORLD MUST REMEMBER 

You may never have heard even the 
name of Katyn before, but now you have. 
And you will hear more of it-and your 
children will. Every generation born in 
every country in the world must hear 
of it, learn the truth about it, know 
what it means, and understand its sig
nificance in the history of mankind. 

Until we all know the terrible truth 
about it, the ghosts of Katyn will haunt 
the world- not merely crying out for 
vengeance-far more than that-plead
ing for truth and knowledge and justice, 
so that never again will there be another 
Katyn. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. SHAFER] is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

IS THERE A SUBVERSIVE MOVEMENT IN 
THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS? 

Mr. SHAFER. Mr. Speaker, the some
what voluminous documentation which 
I am presenting here may be charged 
against a practice in which Congress
men-and perhaps even others-some
times indulge. It is proof that a public 
speaker's departure from text can have 
unanticipated results. 

This document might be described as 
the product of freedom rather than 
planning-in this instance, freedom of 
speech. 

The whole thing started innocently 
enough. Its origins were entirely casual 
and unpremeditated. 
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The initial incident occurred during 

the recess of Congress, at a dinner meet
ing of a Republican club in my home 
State, although outside my own district( 
at which I was the guest speaker. 

In the course of my address, and by 
way of elaborating a point which I do 
not now even recall, I mentioned that I 
had recently received an invitation from 
a superintendent of schools in my dis
trict to deliver a nonpolitical talk in 
the high school but that the invitation 
was subsequently withdrawn by a some
what embarrassed superintendent who 
explained that there had been objec
tions from school board members. In 
referring to this occurrence, I comment
ed in my speech that the school board 
''evidently had knuckled . under to the 
Democrats." I further remarked that it 
was not the only such experience I have 
had, and I added that invitations to 
Congressmen to make such nonpolitical 
talks in the schools had become rare, 
although they were a commonplace in 
times past. 

Subsequently I was queried by my 
home-town newspaper about these re
marks. I repeated them and added the 
comment that there are "subversive ac
tivities and movements in some of the 

' schools of the country and in some 
teachers' colleges." 

There was one other item in my origi
nal remarks which is part of this nar
rative. In connection with a comment I 

, made to the effect that Americans need 
to find some means of creating greater 
interest and activity in local elections
including school elections-I raised the 
question as to whether this lack of in
terest was not due, in part at least, to 
the trend toward nonpartisan local elec
tions. I offered the observation that 
partisan elections generally create great
er public interest than those conducted 
on a nonpartisan basis. This was later 
inaccurately quoted in the press as an 
advocacy of partisan school board elec
tions. I did not and do not advocate 
such a policy and I certainly am unalter
ably opposed to injecting party politics 
into the schools. 

The sequel of this incident and of the 
publicity given my remarks-with some 
elaborations-by the Battle Creek news
paper, was the appearance of a news
paper article quoting anonymous spolces
men of teachers in the public schools of 

. the Battle Creek area. These spokes
men denounced me for my comments and 
demanded that I either clarify and prove 
my charges or retract them. I was not, 
however, contacted direct ly by any rep
resentatives of the teachers at that time. 

I immediately replied, through the 
press, calling attention to the anony
mous character of this criticism and de
mand for retraction. While making 
clear that I had offered no blanket in
dictment of teachers and had not stated 
or implied that the canceled invitations 
to speak had occurred in the Battle 
Creek area, I did elaborate the subversive 
comment to the extent of stating the 
obvious truth that "an increasing num-

. ter of Americans at the grass roots are 
concerned and disturbed over trends in 
educational philosophies and methods 
which run counter to the traditional 

American philosophy and prir:ciples of 
government." 

The alleged spokesmen of the teach
ers thereafter made their identity known, 
and later the executive body of the Cal
houn County branch of the Michigan 
Education Association adopted a resolu
tion demanding that I prove or retract 
my charges. 

Thereupon I invited representatives of 
the schools in Calhoun County to meet 
with me to discuss the matter. Some 60 
individuals, including school superin
tendents, teachers, and school board 
members, attended. Also present was a 
representative of the Michigan Educa
tion Association, apparently on the invi
tation of the teachers' group. 

The demands for proof or retraction 
of my charges were repeated at this 
meeting. 

· I stated that I saw no valid reason for 
precipitating a community controversy 
over the cancellation of my invitation to 
speak by identifying the school involved, 
especially since it was not located in the 
Battle Creek area and since my criticism, 
in that instance, had been directed at 
the school board and not at the superin
tendent or any teacher. 

I repeated my disclaimer of "any in· 
tention of making a blanket criticism of 
the loyalty, conscientiousness, or good 
faith of members of the teaching pro
fession." I pointed out that I had made 
no accusation against any individual 
teacher or specific school system in my 
district so far as my reference to sub
versive movements was concerned. I 
added, however, that I was fully aware of 
the fact-as they must also be-that 
"there are movements afoot in educa
tional circles which are dedicated to the 
promotion . through the schools of a sys
tem of planned and controlled economy 
and a system of world government to 
which national sovereignty in matters of 
national defense is to be subordinated." 

I stated my conviction that there could 
be no question as to the right to discuss 
publicly the broad issues posed by this 
educational movement. I urged, how
ever, that I not be required to extend 
that discussion or document the subject, 
under the circumstances, lest I appear 
to be making it a local issue or· one based 
on personalities, to the detriment of the 

· schools and the community. 
Nevertheless, the demand was insist

ently repeated that I document the alle
gation, and I reluctantly agreed to do so. 

Curiously, following the meeting, the 
two principal spokesmen for the teach
ers' group expressed the opinion that the 
matter could well be dropped. I re
minded them that, at the insistence of 
several members of the group, I had 
promised, in the presence of some 60 
persons, that I would provide the docu
mentation. I added that I could not 
lightly break that promise. 

Some weeks thereafter I received a 
letter from the two spokesmen repeating 
their insistent request for the docu
mentation. 

So far as I am concerned, there is no 
question as to the major issue upon 
which the insistence of tile teachers' 
spckesmen is foc11sed. 

I am convinced that it is focused upon 
my reference to an educational move
ment which I. labeled as "subversive." 

Accordingly, I am not going to quibble 
over side issues. 

The matter of the canceled invitations 
to speak is a matter of personal knowl
edge and first-hand experience which re
quires no proof or elaboration. Further
more, it involves confidences that I will 
not violate. 

As for the major item, the movement 
in public school circles which I described 
as "subversive," I welcome the demand 
that I document that subject. 

As I will make abundantly clear, I 
make no blanket indictment of the 
schools or teaching profession, and I am 
engaged in no witch hunt. 

Instead I am addressing myself to an 
existing educational movement which is 
closely identified with the program of 
the national "social planners"-a pro· 
gram which I believe bodes no good either 
for the schools or for the Nation. 

I use the term "subversive" in the con
notation of "undermining allegiance and 
faith." I use the term in the sense in 
which I assume that it was used by Dean 
Henry W. Holmes of the graduate school 
of education of Harvard University when 
he cautioned that "Teachers must see 
that their teaching is neither subversive 
nor reactionary"-Progressive Educa
tion, October 1933, pages 414-418. 

I am certainly realistic enough to 
recognize that America is not perfect
neither is its government, nor its eco
nomic system, nor its social arrange
ments. But I believe that it is still "the 
last best hope on earth." 

America is not perfect-but I believe 
that an educational movement and 
philosophy which "accentuates the 
negative," which minimizes, ignores or 
denies the strengths, accomplishments 
and potentialities of our Government, 
our economic system and our social ar
rangements, is subversive. 

I believe that an educational move
ment and philosophy which minimizes 
or denies the potentialities of individual 
and collective self-improvement of the 
American people and American institu
tions, save through the expanding agen
cies of government, is subversive. 

:::: believe that an educational move
ment and philosophy which pits class 
against class in America, which attrib
utes only evil and viciousness to one class 
or group of citizens and only virtue to an
other class or group, and which proposes 
that the schools teach and promote such 
a belief and attitude, is subversive. 

. I believe that an educational move
ment and philosophy which brands the 
capitalist or owner as the inevitable and 
implacable foe of human rights, as in
capable of social conscience or responsi
bility, and as hostile to improvement or 
opport unities for improvement for his 
fell ow men, is subversive. 

I believe that an educational move
ment and philornphy which insists and 
would teach in the public school class
room that th~ only solution-and the de
sirable solution-of the problems of 
Americims, of the problems of self-gov
ernment, economics and social well-be· 
ing, lies in increasingly bigger govern
ment, in increasing concentration cf . 
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power in centralized government, is sub ... 
versive. 

I believe that an educational move
ment and philosophy which proposes to 
convert the public schools into an agency 
for the promotion of socialism, a planned 
collectivist economy, government regi .. 
mentation or the welfare state, is sub
versive. 

I believe that an educational move
ment and philosophy which arrogates to 
the educational profession-or which 
undertakes to assign to any other prof es .. 
sion or segment of the national life
the awful responsibility of "social recon
struction," is subversive. 

I believe that an educational move
ment which urges the teachers or any 
other single group in the national life "to 
reach for power and then make the most 
of its conquest," and which claims for 
any single groUP a freedom from ac
countability to the. public and an im
munity from public criticism, is sub
ver$ive. 

I believe that an educational move
ment and philosophy which proposes to 
convert the public schools into an agency 
for the promotion of supernational sov
ereignty or world government and which 
urges the systematic eradication-begin
ning in the kindergarten-of national
ism, and which decrees that nationalism 
and the loyalties which it involves must 
go, is subversive. 

I believe that an educational move
ment and philosophy which, in the name 
of so-called progressive education and 
academic freedom, attributes supreme 
virtue to the new, to the attitude of 
critical skepticism, to cynical distrust of 
human motives and impulses, and which, 
at the same time, belittles the old, decries 

. inherited loyalties, and minimizes truths 
and values established by past experi
ence, is subversive. 

In all of this I am expressing ·my own 
opinion and judgment. 

But in the material which follows I 
am not presenting personal opinion. I 
am documenting a movement in public
school education from the record and 
testimony of its own leaders and adher
ents. 

I. A STATEMENT OF THE SUBJECT UNDER 
DISCUSSION 

This is a documentation of a move
ment and a trend in present-day public
school education in the United States. 

Basically, the fact here documented 
is that a significantly influential seg
m~mt of public-school leadership in the 
United States proclaims-as it has been 
proclaiming for some 20 years-the right 
and duty of teachers, school administra
tors, and educational leaders to under
tal{e to remake American society and 
government through the agency and me
dium of the public schools. 

This movement and trend have found, 
and continue to find, advocacy, expres
sion and implementation through the 
policy pronouncements of educational 
organizations, through professional 
books and journals, through the coun
sel and instruction of teachers of teach
ers in colleges of education and at edu
cational conferences and workshops, and 
through the activities of disciples of the 
movement in developing curricular con-

tent and classroom procedures in ele
mentary and _secondary public schools. 

I have used the two terms "movement" 
and "trend" advisedly, although I will use 
the single term "movement" hereafter 
for brevity. What is here described is a 
movement, since it involves planned and 
organized activities directed to specific 
ends; it is also a trend, in the sense that 
the effects and influence of the move
ment extend beyond specific, organized, 
and planned activities. 

Certain basic premises characterize 
this movement: 

First. It proclaims that capitalism in 
the United States is doomed-that it is 
dead, or dying-and that its replace
ment by some form of collectivism, by 
some form or degree of planned econ
omy, government control, or outright 
socialization, essentially new and difier
ent in character, is both desirable and 
inevitable. 

Second. This movement and its spon
sors hold that the schools should par
ticipate actively in building a new so
cial order along these collectivist lines, 

· that this activity should be carried on 
either through outright indoctrination 
of these premises and concepts or 
through processes of guided group study 
and discussion and uncoerced persuasion 
within the classroom, and that the 
schools, through both the content and 
methods of instruction, should prepare 
and condition the child for participa
tion in that new social order. 

Third. The movement calls for such 
revision of the educational system, and 
of its philosophy, procedures, and sub
ject matter, as is necessary to advance 
and accomplish these purposes. 

Fourth. More extreme educational 
sponsors of this movement also hold that 
the transition to collectivism will, in all 
probability, involve class conflict; that 
the schools, accordingly, should adopt 
the class approach in their educational 
activities. aline themselves with the 
worker class, and utilize class conscious
ness and conflict as a "potential re .. 
source." 

Fifth. Advocates of the program of 
social reconstruction through the schools 
recognize the inevitability of opposition 
to that program and accordingly propose 
certain "steps to power" designed to en
able the schools and the profession to 
deal, both offensively and defensively, 
with the anticipated resistance. 

Sixth. The movement also includes 
advocacy of a variety of other sub
sidiary proposals for changes in the 
form, philosophy, and procedures of 
government in the United States. 

Seventh. Since teachers are envisioned 
by this movement as "engineers of social 
change," the political-economic-social 
views of teachers become a matter of 
vital concern to advocates of social 
reconstruction through the schools. 

Eighth. Since the Second World War, 
the program of social reconstruction 
through the schools has received signifi
cant restatement in a formally adopted 
program of the progressive education 
organization. 

Ninth. A further postwar development 
in the movement has been the addition 
of the goal of world government and a 
supernational sovereignty to the pro-

gram of social reconstruction through 
the schools. 

These are the main features, the prin
cipal tenets, of the movement here being 
described, and the foregoing summary 
constitutes a brief outline of the material 
documented herein. 

There should be further preliminary 
understandings with respect to this 
documentation. 

I make no claim that it is complete 
or exhaustive. The source material it
self is too voluminous even for complete 
perusal; moreover, constant additions 
are being made to the literature of the 
movement. I do claim, however, that the 
documentation offered is fairly typical 
and representative of the basic premises 
and objectives of the movement as stated 
by its own advocates and adherents. 

I have attempted to identify my 
sources with painstaking care. A partial 
bibliography of the movement is append
ed to this document. I have also at
tempted to indicate accurately the of
ficial educational position held by the 
prof e.ssional leaders quoted and the exact 
professional status of any educational 
organizations ref erred to. 

I have made no attempt to estimate 
or compute, on any statistical basis, the 
extent of the acceptance of the tenets of 
this movement among members of the 
teaching and school administration pro
fessions. I do not know of any inf orma
tion available in this form. In any event 
the influence of such a movement can 
scarcely be gauged in such terms. Later 
I will have occasion to cite certain esti
mates of the influence of the progres
sive education movement, offered by its 
own spokesmen. including a statement 
of the peak membership of the organi
zation. In another instance, I will cite 
the tabulations of a survey of teacher 
sentiment on political-economic-social 
issues, polled by leaders of the move
ment here documented. But that is the 
extent of my statistical information. 

I make no attempt to single out in
dividual teachers or specific school sys
tems which may be adherents of this 
movement. I do not have access to such 
information and I am engaged in no such 
enterprise. Responsibility for alertness 
to this movement, at the local level and 
in specific school systems, rests with local 
boards of education, parent-teacher and 
other community groups, and with all 
interested parents and citizens. 

If this documentation adds to the gen
eral knowledge and understanding of the 
movement and increases public aware
ness of need for local vigilance, it will 
serve its purpose. 

I wish particularly to emphasize that 
I am not indulging, and have never in
dulged, in any blanket indictment of the 
public-s0hool system or of the teaching 
profession. I will have mere to say on 
that point a little later. 

By the way of summing up the basic 
facts which are the subject of this docu
mentation, I cite a statement made by 
the late Dr. William H. Kilpatrick, long 
professor of educat·on at Teachers Col
lege, Columbia Univers·ty, a gentleman 
who was by no means hostile to ·the 
movement here being documented. 
Speaking at a meeting of t:1e Depart
ment of Sup0 rintendence of the Na-
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tional Education Association-now the 
American Association of School Admin .. 
istrators-on February 27, 1935, Dr. Kil
patrick said with respect to members of 
the profession: 

There are many who think that our social
economic system should be radically recon
structed. To this proposal, opinion responds 
over a wide range from an .extreme yes to an 
extreme no, with all gradations in between. 
Some who are most anxious to bring about 
this social-economic reconstruction urge the 
school to take an act ive part in helping to 
build the new social order. To this proposal 
also, opinion responds over a wide range from 
an extreme yes through intermediate posi
tions to an extreme no. (NEA Proceedings, 
1C35, p. 567.) 

This documentation is concerned with 
th3 segment of the profession falling in 
the area "left of center"-veering in the 
a ·rection of what Dr. Kilpatrick called 
t he "extreme yes" with respect to the 
two p opositions he mentioned. More 
specifically, this documentation is con
c3rned with the organized, vocal and ag
gressive element of the educational pro
fession dedicated to the support of the 
soc· al reconstruction through the schools 
movement. 

II. THE SMEAR CHARGE 

No responsible American would wish 
to place the public school system or the · 
teaching professioa generally under a 
c' oud of suspicion. 

Unfortunately there are those who are 
willing to take advantage of that very 
fact in order to forestall legitimate crit
ic· sm or exposure of abuses. 

There are those who instantly respond 
to a discussion and documentation of the 
t pe here being undertaken with the cry 
of "smear." 

The ·..iltimate effect of cowering before 
that outcry would, of course, be to estop 
all necessary and proper criticism. 

If this documentation does result in 
misgivings with respect to the public 
schools and the teaching profession, the 
r esponsibility for those misgivings must 
rest upon the movement being docu
men~ed, not upon the documentation. 

I ndeed, as I see it, one of the potential 
values of this documentation is that it 
defines-or at least undertakes, in good 
faith, to define-the particular move
ment under discussion with sufficient ob
jectivity and accuracy that the inter
ested American will be able clearly to 
distinguish between those who are advo
catss or adherents of the movement, and 
t 10rn who are not. That, certainly, is 
the comp_ete opposite of a blanket in
dic'"ment or an indiscriminate smear. 

It is regrettable that there is currently 
P- evalent an official and widely expressed 
attituje among many leaders of public 
school education which adds to public 
confusion and misunderstanding and so 
tends to c3.st an unmerited shadow of 
suspicion upon the public schools and the 
teaching profession. I believe it is im
portant to call attention to this attitude 
before moving into my actual documen
tation. 

I refer to the attitude of hypersensi .. 
tivity, resentment and hostility to crit
icism of the schools verging upon a per
secution complex, which has even pro
duced a blanket denunciation of critics 
c~ t:1e schools as "the enemy." 

It is not an exaggeration to say that 
educational officialdom has declared an 
open season on critics of the schools. 

Typical of the official pronouncements 
on this score is a resolution adopted by 
the Michigan · Education Association on 
August 25, 1951, condemning "the irre
sponsible attacks which are now being 
made on our schools, their personnel and 
procedures, attacks which often are de
signed to discredit the public schools, re
duce their financial support, curtail their 
program, and . destroy free public edu
cation for all children." The MEA 
pledged its resources "to expose and 
combat'' these "vicious attacks." 

The National Education Association at 
its San Fr.ancisco convention, July 6, 
1951, adopted a resolution asserting 
that--

The NEA believes that one of the year's 
most challenging problems is presented by 
attacks of front organizations and pressure 
groups on the public schools, on their teach
ers and administrators, and on the quality 
of instruction. The Association believes in 
and welcomes honest and constructive criti
cism but condemns general and irresponsi
ble at tacks on schools. Often the real 
purpose of such attacks is found to be the 
reduction of school costs and the curtail
ment of the public school program. (NEA 
Journal, September 1951, p. 383.) 

The thirtieth yearbook of the Amer
ican Association of School Administra
tors, entitled "The American School 
Superintendency," devotes several para
graphs to the subject "At tacks on the 
Schools." It quotes an article by Arthur 
D. Morse in McCall's magazine-Septem
ber 1951-to the effect that--

Public education in America is under the 
heaviest attack in its history. Th is attack 
is not aimed at the improvement of free 
education. It is aimed at its destruction. 

The yearbook charges : 
I n some cases this pressure m ay be sparlrnd 

by organizations or individuals who are 
authoritarian in intent, seeking to destroy 
t he American way of life by undermining 
public confidence in the schools. They are 
persistent, devious, and clever in the way 
they twist statements and acts of educational 
leaders and by innuendo and association 
create doubt of the motives and methods of 
the entire public-school system (p. 258) . 

One current interpretation of criti
cisms of the public schools is that these 
attacks are the result of "a central com
mand," and that they emanate from per
sons "who have no competence to judge 
educational matters"-Fact Sheet, Com
munity Relations Service of New York 
City, March 1, 1951. This same publica
t ion cites as proof of the "central com
mand" the fact that there have been 
flare-ups in widely separated communi
ties. My own home city of Battle Creek, 
Mich., is listed as the scene of one such 
flare-up, despite the fact that within the · 
last 2 or 3 years its citizens, with the 
active support of the real estate and 
property owner groups, voted a million 
and a quarter dollars in extra tax funds 
for needed school rehabilitation and de
spite the fact that my home city was 
cited by the superintendent of schools in 
a national educational magazine as a 
model of public coop era ti on in support 
of the schools. 

The same charge of a planned attack 
on the schools is made by David Hulburd 

in his book, This Happened in Pasadena, 
1951: 

It is a fact that certain forces, vicious, well 
organized, and coldly calculat ing, would like 
to change the face of education in the United 
States (p. ix). 

Perhaps the most shocking manif esta
t ion of the "persecution complex" was 
the official report on the Pasadena school 
controversy made to the National Educa
tion Association at its San Francisco 
meeting last July. In this report-Bul
letin No. 35, National Commission for the 
Defense of Democracy through Educa
tion of the NEA-the commission chair
man, Harold Benjamin, branded the op
position to the Pasadena superintendent 
as "the enemy" and proceeded to de
S:!ribe the stereotype "enemy" of the 
public schools. 

The consequences of this defensive 
attitude toward criticism are extremely 
serious so far as the public relations of 
the schools are concerned. Any individ
ual who ventures a criticism of the 
s:::hools finds that he has spoken at h is 
own peril and that he has thereby in
curred the wrath of a powerfully organ
ized pressure group. Even elected pub
lic-school officials-school-board mem
bers-discover that they are not immune 
from organized retaliatory pressure 
measures. 

The impression created by this hyper
sensitivity to criticism is that those in 
educational circles demand a double 
standard of freedom. They seem to in
sist upon virtually absolute academic 
freedom for themselves. At the same 
time, they insist that criticism of the 
schools by the public must be rest ricted 
to what they designate as constructive
and therefore permissible. 

The situation has an ironical aspect. 
Criticism of the public schools is not a 
new phenomenon. Indeed, one of the 
most prolific sources of criticism of the 
schools over the past three decades has 
bzen the very movement here being docu
mented. This criticism has come both 
from within the profession and from lay 
supporters of the movement: Yet this 
criticism has brought no answering de
n unciations from educational official
dom, no labeling of the critics as "the 
enemy," no accu_ations of a plot under 
central command" to destroy the schools. 
Instead, spokesme:n of this movement 
have often been welcom~ speakers at 
educational conferences, applauded to an 
echo for their attacks on the schools. 

Leaders in this movement have re
psatedly in'sisted- and continue to in 
sist-that the schools are "in need of 
t horough reconstruction." They have 
charged that "educational leadership 
has too much interest in the matter of 
pleasing boards of education." They 
have accused the schools of furthering 
social chaos. They have aLeged that 
"after 150 years, American education has 
left us as vicious socially and as dis
honest as we were before that education 
began." They have denounced "th-
commonplaces of American education" 
as "faint voices from a distant and 
mythical land" when compared with the 
social and educational developments in 
Soviet Russia in the ls.30's .. 
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A sookesman for th~ mcvement 

branded a report of an NEA commission 
as "full of pompous idea.listic expres
sions and threadbare axioms-a shallow 
and spineless analysis." 

There have been bold pronouncements 
that "the public generally has registered 
its loss of faith in its educational sys
tem," and that education "must clean 
house of a multitude of rubbish." Teach
ers have been told, by leaders of this 
movement, that they must emancipate 
themselves from the domination of the 
business interests and that they must 
"cease cultivating the manners and as
sociations of bankers." That last, by the 
way, was written back in the days when 
there was no more fighting word than 
"banker." 

Teachers have been told that they 
must "abandon smug middle-class tradi
tion"-a somewhat unkind and sweep
ing generalization about the so-called 
middle class. Teachers have also been 
warned that they would have "to re
state their philosophy of e1Fcation, re
organize the procedures of the schools, 
and even redefine their own posit.on in 
society." Talk about blanket indict
ments. 

These are typical of the attacks upon 
the public schools and the teaching pro
fession which have emanated-and still 
emanate-from the progressive educa 
tion movement. And the Progressive 
Education Association has not been bash
ful in its claims as to the accomplish
ments and influence of the movement 
and its attacks. 

Vinal H. Tibbets, director of the Pro
gressive Education Association, declared 
in 1S45, that "the impact"-of the associ
ation-"upon educational thinking and 
practice is immeasurable." He further 
commented that the association's largest 
annual membership was under 11,000, 
and that "probably no group so small, 
except the early Christfans, has ever 
made such orogress in so short a time in 
changing the direction of a social move
ment"-Progressive Education maga
zine, March 1945, page 3. 

That the attacks upon school and 
teacher philosophy and practices have 
been intense is further attzsted by the 
comments of a letter, appearing in the 
same issue of the magazine, from Dr. 
Virgil M. Rogers, superintendent of 
schools of Battle Creek, Mich., then a 
vice president of the Progressive Edu
cation Association and now president of 
the American Association of School Ad
ministrators. Dr. Rogers wr.ote: 

Some of us who have been associated with 
the Progressive Education Associa
tion • • · • for many years, rejoice in 
the fact that we have been able to main
tain a good magazine in spite of the de
pression years, and notwithstanding the ter
rific battles which progressive education has 
h ad to fight during these recent years of 
reaction to modern education. 

I especially like the friendly and forth
r ight fashion in which news articles deal 
with serious confilcts in American educa
tion (p. 2, ibid). 

Since public school education-includ
ing progressive education-has obvi
ously ftourished heretofore on criticism 
anci conflict, it is passing strange that 
criticism now suddenly becomes the mark 
of "the enemy." Of course, human ex-

perience records that there have been 
other instances in which former heretics, 
having achieved power and the status 
of orthodoxy, proceed to denounce the 
new generation of dissenters. 

III. SKELETON IN THE CLOSET 

The sensitivity of educational official
dom to criticism is particularly acute 
with respect to any charge or rnggestion 
that collectivism or socialism is being 
fostered in the public schools. The offi
cial reaction to such an accusation is an 
air of injured and indignant innocence. 

Since the phrase "socialism in the 
schools" is a man.-in-the-street version 
of the movement here under discussion, 
it becomes relevant to this do~umenta
tion to record some of the official denials 
of this allegation. 

I quote, first cf all, from a monthly 
bullet:n issued by Superintendent C. C. 
Trillingham of the Los Anseles County, 
Calif., public schools. This bulletin was 
published in the October 1950 Education 
D~gest, page 29: 

Anyone who knows about the general edu
C!ltional program of the schools today knows 
that the charges that the schools are lead
ing the country toward socialii::m, that the 
fundamental skills are being ignored, and 
t hat there is no attempt to discipline young
s ters, are untrue. That these are the results 
of a premeditated program of so-called "pro
gress·ve education" is sheer nonsense. 

In the report .on the recent Pasadena, 
Calif., school controversy, entitled "The 
Pasadena Story," issu2d by the National 
Commission for the Defense of Democ
racy Through Education of the NEA
of which commission Superintendent 
Virgil M. Rogers, of Battle Creek, Mich., 
was a member at the time-attention is 
called to "certain general charges" made 
by groups critical of the schools : 

They apparently claim that this count ry 
h3.S already moved into, or is r apidly moving 
toward, some form of socialism, collectivism, 
or statism. They contend that subversive 

• elements have sifted into public education 
and that many teachers are seeking to 
change the American way of life. They 
charge that John Dewey's progressive educa
tion is an instrument designed to break 
down American ·standards and weaken the 
f abric of American society. They oppose 
Federal aid to education on the ground that 
it is a collectivist measure. They onpo;;e 
certain educators who they assert ·are seek
ing to indoctrinate the youth of the country 
for a changed social and e:::onomic order 
(p. 23). 

Commenting on this summation of 
charges, the Commission's report says: 

Many explanations could be given for 
these criticisms. Probably the most general 
one is the wave of reaction which has swept 
over this country as the result of the fear 
of communism (p. 22). 

Similarly, the Defense Bulletin issued 
by Harold Benjamin, chairman of this 
NEA commission, and previously cited, 
refers to these allegations in a sarcastic 
vein. In his description of the so-called 
Enemy and his tactics, Mr. Benjamin 
says: 

He has whipped up pseudo-popular re
volts there (in Pasadena) against teachers, 
administ rators and school programs on the 
grounds that they are indoctrinating the 
children in communism, socialism, or at 
least mentioning democracy, and they are 
helping to increase taxes, 

Dean Ernest 0. Melby of the New York 
University School of Education, writing 
in the pamphlet, "American Education 
Under Fire," 1951, explains that such ac
cusations may arise from a misunder
sLanding : 

Often • • • when schools deal with 
controversial issues they are accused of 
communism or leftist leanings merely be
cause various viewpoints are presented and 
arguments are carried on with r€gard to the 
various issues (p. 32). 

This same "explanation" is e~a orated 
b:v Dean Melby in an article in the Oc
tober 1951 NEA Journal-~Jages 441-
412-in which he says that "most of the 
a t t::wks being made on public education 
are dishonest and unjustified": 

Echoo1s must deal with controversial is
rues. In doing so they are sometimes ac
cused of leftist leanings by persons who 
fail to realize that teaching about commu
nism is not the same thing as teaching com
munism. What the schools are trying to 
do is to equip boys and girls to deal with the 
present ideological conflict successfully. 

Dc:an J. B. Edmondson of the Univ r
sity of Michigan S~hool of Education 
was even more emphatic in an article 
in the September 1951 NEA J ournal
pages 381..:.382. Writing on "the threats 
to public education," Dean Edmondson 
listed as one of these "threats": 

The insidious efforts of some persons to 
create the false impression that teachers are 
committed to a "progressive philosophy of 
education" that is so:ialistic and communis
t·c in its influence on children and youth. 

As a final example, I quote a news
paper report of an addre..,s in February 
1C52, before the Battle Creek <Mich.) 
Exchange Club by Superintendent v ·rgil 
l\:!. Rogers : 

"Economic education has become a ne
cessity today, where once the American w~y 
of life was looked upon as a subject everyon'el 
knew about," Dr. Rogers said. "Not until this 
generation have the free-enterprise sys
tem and the democratic way of life been 
seriously challenged by socialism and com
munism and this creates a difficult s· ... ua
t ion for teachers," Dr. Rogers said. 

"In order for boys and girls to know what 
it is that imperils our way of life, it is neces
sary to teach about communism and social
ism," said Dr. P.ogers, emphasizing the word 
"ab::>ut." 

He said the teachers "teach about these 
other forms of government carefully, always 
pointing out the dangers to our way of 
life." 

If I am capable of understanding the 
English language as used by the educa
tors in the foregoing statements, those 
statements are a categorical denial of the 
existence of the movement and tre .. d 
here being documented. In view cf the 
record which this documentation clearly 
establishes, this denial is inexplicable. 
It means to me that educators who sp3ak 
and write in this vein are less than frank 
with the American people. Tl:ey are 
hiding a skeleton in the closet. The ef
fect of these den·a1s can only be to cre
ate confusion, misunderstanding and the 
very attitude of suspicion which they 
profess to be so anxious to avoid. 

In the documentation that follows, 
there will be abundant evidence that 
advocacy of socialism is one item of be
lief identified with the movement under 
discussion. Even more to the point is 
the fact that the monm::nt calls for the 
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remaking of our society by and through 
the schools, and that it claims the right 
and duty of the teacher to engage in 
that enterprise in the classroom under 
the guise of academic freedom. 

IV. MEET DR. COUNTS 

Some 4 or 5 years after his ap
pointment as a professor of education 
at Teachers College, Columbia Univer
sity, Dr. George S. Counts, read a paper 
before a conference of the Progressive 
Education Association in Baltimore, Md., 
in February 1932. 

This paper, bearing the title "Dare 
Progressive Education Be Progressive?" 
proved to be an epochal event in the 
history of modern American education. 
It is also the necessary starting point in 
the documentation which I am here un
dertaking. 

Because of the major-even dom
inant-role which Dr. Counts played in 
the early history of the movement un
der discussion, it is important to become 
somewhat acquainted with him and his 
views. In doing so, I am not indulging 
in personalities or undertaking to cast 
Dr. Counts in a villain 's role. And my 
interest in Dr. Counts' relationship to 
the movement being described here is 
not limited to its origins. 

If I am any judge of the record, Dr. 
Counts is an educator who has himself 
gained considerable education in the 
past 20 years. Indeed I am convinced 
that he is today a wiser and possibly 
sadder man than the 43-year-old Co
lumbia· professor who issued the ring
ing summons to social reconstruction 
through the classroom in his paper be
fore the Baltimore meeting. I believe 
he is not only a man with the courage 
of his convictions and the courage to 
change his convictions in the light of 
experience and reflection, but also a man 
who has demonstrated real physical 
courage by carrying his convictions into 
the ene!lly's camp with brave defiance
the enemy's camp being a Communist
sponsored "international cultural" gath
ering held in New York City in 1949. 

Dr. Counts' dominant leadership in the 
launching of the social reconstruction 
movement is attested not only by the 
Baltimore address but by his authorship 
of the monograph, "Dare the School 
Build a New Social Order?" in 1932; his 
chairmanship of the Progressive Educa
tion Association committee on social and 
economic problems which issued the 
1933 Call to the Teachers of the Nation; 
his service as research director of the 
American Historical Association Com
mission on Social studies, and his editor
ship, for several years, of the Social 
Frontier, official journal of the move
ment. 

It contributes to an understanding of 
the background of Dr. Counts' paper be
fore the Baltimore meeting of the Pro
gressive Education Association to know 
that at the time he was an enthusiastic 
observer and commentator on the "great 
collectivist experiment" in Soviet Russia. 
He was one of several American educa
tors who, in keeping with the custom of 
the times-a custom encouraged by the 
Communist organization in the United 
States-had made several pilgrimages to 
Russia to view first hand, under proper 
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chaperonage, the workings of that ex
periment. In 1931 Dr. Counts wrote a 
book entitled ''The Soviet Challenge to 
America." 

His estimate of the importance of the 
collectivist experiment in Russia is ex
pressed in this statement: 

The world today is full of social experi
mentation. There is one experiment, how
ever, that dwarfs all others-so bold indeed 
in its ideals and its program that few can 
contemplate it without emotion. Because of 
the c;:louds of passion which still envelop it, 
there is serious danger that its most revolu
tionary, though least sensational, features · 
may escape adequate notice. Soviet Russia is 
endeavoring with all the resources at her 
command to bring the economic order under 
a measure of rational control. She may fail 
in the attempt, but in the meantime every 
student of human affairs should follow the 
effort with breathless interest. She issues to 
the Western nations and particularly to the 
United States a challenge-perhaps one of 
the greatest challenges of history. But she 
issues it not through the Communist Inter
national, nor through the R ed Army, nor 
through the Gay-Pay-00 (political police), 
as most of our citizens naively and timorously 
believe, but through her State Planning Com
mission and her- system of public education. 
(The Soviet Challenge to America, pp. ix-x, 
foreword.) 

Dr. Counts drew a contrast between 
Soviet Russia's approach to economic 
problems and that of the United States 
which left no doubt as to where, in theory 
at least, his sympathies and inclinations 
lay. He wrote: 

In the societies of the West in general and 
the United States of America in particular 
the evolution of institutions proceeds for 
the most part without plan or design, as a 
sort of byproduct of the selfish competition 
of individuals, groups and enterprises for 
private gain. In Russia, on the other hand, 
since the days of 1917, the Soviet government 
has sought to promote the rational and or
derly development of the entire social econ
omy. • • • · In the great 5-year plan of 
·construction, which was launched in October 
of 1928 • • • a whole civilization is 
harnessing its energies and is on the march 
toward consciously determined goals (ibid., 
p. 7). 

He said further: 
If the revolution is sucessful the social 

order which is emerging today in Soviet Rus
sia will first of all be collectivistic. In its 
essence this means that the institution of 
private property, at least insofar as it ap
plies to land and the tools of production, 
will be abolished. It also means that no in
dividual will be able to acquire great wealth, 
that the motive of personal gain will cease 
to drive the wheels of the economic . order, 
that the senseless competition in the con
spicuous consumption of goods will come to 
an end, and that land, railroads, factories, 
mills, shops, houses, and natural resources 
will be owned collectively and administered 
in the in terests of all (pp. 24-25). 

There are further comparisons drawn, 
again by no means favorable, in Dr. 
Count's judgment, to the American sys
tem: 

No sensitive mind can remain long in the 
Soviet Union without feeling himself in a 
veritable furnace of the world where the ele
ments composing human society are in a 
state of fusion and new principles of right 
and wrong are being forged. Under such 
conditions the commonplaces of American 
education sound like faint voices from a dis
tant and mythical land (p. 324). 

And again: 
The revolutionary movement embraces 

much that is rich and challenging in the 
best sense of the word. The idea of build
ing a new society along the lines developed 
by the Communists should provide a genu
ine stimulus to the mind and liberate the 
energies Of millions. It is certainly no 
worse than the drive towards individual 
success which permeates not qnly the schools 
but every department of culture in the 
United States. If one were to compare the 
disciplined effort of the Soviets to industrial
ize the country, to socialize agriculture, to 
abolish poverty, to banish d isease, to liqui
date unemployment, to disseminate knowl
edge, and generally to raise the material an d 
spiritual level of the masses, with the selfish 
scramble for wealth and privilege, the cruel 
d isregard of the less sensational forms of 
human suffering, the relative absence of 
a sense of social responsibility, the reluc
tance to come honestly to grips with the 
major problems of the time, and the appar
ent decay of the political, ethical, and re
ligious life in America, one would find small 
grounds for complacency. Whatever may 
be said on the other side concerning the reg
imentation of opinion and the restriction 
of individual freedom, there exists in Soviet 
Russia today an idealism and a driving pas
sion for human betterment which contrast 
strangely with the widespread cynicism of 
the United States. :i:t is only natural that 
this idealism and this passion should sweep 
through the schools as well as through the 
rest of the social order (pp. 328-330). 

Finally, consider these rhapsodical 
lines with which Dr. Counts closes his 
book: 

This cultural revolution possesses a single 
mighty integrating principle-the building 
of a new society in which there will be nei
t h er rich nor poor, in which the mainspring 
of all industry will be social rather than pri
vate profit, in which no man will be per
mitted to exploit another by reason of wealth 
or social position, in which the curse of Eden 
will be lifted forever from the soul of wom
an, .in which a condition of essential equal
ity will unite all races and nations into one 
brotherhood. Although the cultural appli
cations of this principle often assume crude 
and exaggerated forms, as in the case of the 
Proletcult and the censorship of art, it is 
nevertheless authentic and vital. There is 
consequently in the Soviet Union today a 
sensitiveness to the more fundamental 
human wrongs and a passion for social jus
tice that simply cannot be matched in any 
other quarter of the globe. A devotion to the 
common good and a deep interest in the op
pressed of all lands penetrate and color 
every aspect of the cultural life of the coun
try. That the pursuit of the goal may often 
be blind and unintell1gent during the cur
rent period of stress and experimentation is 
only to be expected. The school, the press, 
the theater, the cinema, and life generally 
in Russia are full of excesses and imbecilities 
and of sound conceptions poorly executed. 
But back of it all, even the excesses and the 
imbecilities, there stands a great and chal
lenging ideal which the rest of the world 
cannot continue to ignore and which may in 
time serve to bring art, science, and philoso
phy into essential harmony. In the mean
time the leaders in American industry, poli
tics, and thought, inst ead of. dissipating 
their energies in the futile attempt to erect 
barriers against the spread of Communist 
doctrines, would do well to fashion an alter
native program of equal boldness and hon
esty to discipline the energies and humanize 
the spirit of industrial civilization (pp. 
338-339). 

Let me interject at this point in the 
interests of complete fairness and accu
racy that 20 years later-and 20 yea s 
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wiser and sadder-Dr. Counts recorded 
a much more sober judgment with re
spect to Soviet Russia. Writing in the 
January 1951 National Education Asso
ciation Journal, Dr. Counts said: 

The Soviet leaders boast every hour of the 
day about their grandiose achievements in 
economy and government, war and revolu
tion, science, art, and culture. While some of 
these claims are justified, others are dubious, 
to say the least. Yet they have to their 
credit one truly staggering achievement 
about which they say nothing-their all-em
bracing system of mind control. * * • 

The Soviet system of mind control is the 
product of perverted genius. It is the most 
comprehensive thing of its kind in history, 
surpassing immeasurably its predecessor un
der the Tsar. * * * Employing with 
complete ruthlessness and singleness of pur
pose all the resources of science, of mechani
cal invention, of medicine and psychology, 
it is able to attain power and reach height s 
of efficiency which dwarf the efforts of earlier 
despotisms. 

The system embraces all of the organized 
processes and agencies for the molding of 
the minds of both young and old. 

Pointing out that during the closing 
months of the Second World War the 
high command of the Communist Party 
in Russia "decided to reverse completely 
the war-time policy of friendly collab
oration with the western democracies 
and to revive the policy of revolutionary 
aggression in the spirit of 1917," Dr. 
Counts goes on to observe, with obvious 
sorrow: 

The reason for this tragic action • • 
is not difficult to discern. But in order to 
know the truth we must renounce all wish
ful thinking and face the fully authenticated 
reality-the ultimate goal of the Soviet high 
command has not changed since the revo-
1 ution and probably will not change for 
many years. 
· That goal is the overthrow at all costs, and 
by all means available, of the entire "capital
ist," "bourgeois," or non-Soviet world. 
(Mind Control in the Soviet Union, pp. 29-32, 
NEA J ournal, January 1951.) 

While Dr. Counts as recently at least 
as 1945 had by no means abandoned his 
concept of the desirability of "general 
economic planning" in the United States, 
there are noteworthy modifications in 
his view of the American economic sys
tem and of the role of the school in re
constructing that system. Writing in 
"Education and the Promise of Amer~ca," 
he said: 

T'.ae young • • • should st udy criti
cally the values and weaknesses of the "sys
tem of free enterprise," the dangers and 
possibilities in collective action (pp. 127-128). 

As we will have occasion to see, Dr. 
Counts had come a long way from his 
1932 views when he acknowledged, in this 
1945 statement, that there are values in 
the system of free enterprise, and dan
gers in a system of collective action. 

Something of the same eye-opening 
and d"sillusioning experience which Dr. 
Counts had with respect to the Soviet 
Utopia was repeated insofar as the Amer
ican brand of Communists were con
cerned. After a bitter experience with 
Communist Party units of Teachers Col
lege, Columbia University, Dr. Counts 
wrote as follows regarding Communist 

tactics-The Social Frontier, February 
1939, pages 135-140: 

Seemingly even the editors of the Social 
Frontier live and learn. 

A concluding word on the broader signifi
cance and implications of the story here 
unfolded may r.ot be inappropriate. * * • 
Those who resort to the tactics and strategy 
reflected in that story should know that 
they are playing with fire. They profess to 
be fighting the growth of fascism in Amer
ica and the world. Yet they indulge light
heartedly in irresponsible provocation, vili
fication of character, and distortion of his
tory. They appear to operate on the princi
ple that they will destroy by any means at 
hand whatever they cannot rule. Thus, by 
a strange dialectical process, they serve as a 
midwife of fascism; they prepare the very 
food on which fascism feeds. With my own 
eyes I have seen them create Fascist atti
tudes at Teachers College. They profess to 
be defending democracy against reaction and 
preach the united front of all popular forces. 
Yet they proceed to violate the most ele
mentary democratic virtues of fairness and 
integrity, and by their methods bring in
evitable discord into the r anks of the pop,ular 
cause. They meet fundamental criticism 
with the cry of ·•red baiting," and then re
serve to t hemselves all the other colors of 
the rainbow. 

One lesson contemporary history teaches 
with unmistakable clarity-ends and means 
cannot be separated-undemocratic means 
dest roy democratic ends. Such means if long 
continued and widely practiced may bring 
twilight both to Teachers College and to 
American democracy. 

Two years later Dr. Counts wrote: 
The Communist Party, as an instrument of 

popular advance, must be completely repu 
diated. My experience convinces me that it 
poisons everything that it touches. * * • 
Democracy must stand on its own feet and 
formulate its own program for dealing with 
the problems arising out of a world in re-,.0-
lution. (Frontiers of Democracy, May 15, 
1941, pp. 231-232.) 

Truly, Dr. Counts had lived and 
learned. 

One more reference to the met::i.
morphosis of Dr. Counts: 

Following publication f his mono
graph, "Dare the School Build a New So
cial Order?" in 1932, a review was pub
lished in the Progressive Education mag
azine-February 19J3, page 71 and fol
lowing pages-written by J. I. Zilberfarb, 
a m '.3mber of the State Scientific Council 
at the Commissariat of Education of the 
Russian Republic. In a letter accom
panying this review, Zilberfarb express?-d 
his pleasure to Dr. Counts at "the re
m arkable progress which you have mace 
in challenging capitalism." In the re
view he expressed the belief that Pr. 
Counts "co!ltinues to make great strides 
ahead" and added the hope that he 
would come to take "a firm stand en 
dialectic materialism" which will bring 
h im to "socialism, communism." Clear
ly he saw in Dr. Counts the makings of 
a true comrade. 

Sixteen years later, the Daily Work
er-March 28, 1949-denounced Counts, 
along with several others, as "a vocifer
ous group of Trotskyites and other anti
communists." Occasion of this blast 
was Dr. Counts' uninvited appearance 
at the Communist-sponsored Interna
tional Cultural and Scientific Conference 
in New York City late in March 1949. 
Dr. Counts had invaded the meeting to 

challenge Communist delegates to ac
count for the disappearance in Russia 
of several scholars who had displeased 
the Stalin regime. And, as a further 
offense, Dr. Counts was one of the spon
sors of a rival mass meeting held at the 
time of the Communist-sponsored con 
clave. 

Incidentally, one of the invited and 
warmly applauded speakers at the In
ternational Cultural and Scientific Con
ference was John J . DeBoer, professor of . 
education at the University of Illinois 
and a farmer president of the Pr ogres· 
sive Education Association. And a co·
sponsor of the confer ence was Dr. Theo
dore Brameld, professor of education of 
New York University, who served as vice 
president and board member of the Pro
gressive Education Association at the 
time Dr. Virgil M. Rogers, of Battle 
Creek, held the same offices. 

Obviously Dr. Counts has gained wis
dom with the years, as has many an
other well-intentioned and overzealous 
"liberal" who once hailej the Soviet col
lectivist experiment as the hope of hu
manity. I have recorded that change 
of attitude in the interests of complete 
accuracy and fairness. 

This change of attitude, on the part of 
Dr. Counts, is only incidental, howevel", 
to the social reconstruction through the 
schools movement which he pioneered. 
That movement, as we shall see, persists 
to this day. And there likewise persist 
the collectivist and socialistic premise3 
which characterized that movement 
from the outset. · 

V. "CAPITALISM IS DEAD; LONG LIVE 
COLLECTIVISM'' 

The fundamental premise of the move
ment which I am here documenting is 
stated categorically and with almost 
monotonous repetition in the literature 
of that movement. 

That oremise is that capitalism is 
doomed-=-that it is dead, or dying-and 
that its replacement by some form of 
collectivism, by some form or degree of 
planned economy, governmental control 
or socialization, essentially new and dif
ferent in character, is both desirable and 
inevitable. 

Whatever later modifications and 
qualifications of this prer.1ise we may 
encounter, and whatever the eµphem
isms in which the theories and proposals 
may lat er be expressed, they must still 
be appraised in the light of this original 
premise. Fo: it was this premise which 
gave birth to, and still gives vital im
pulse to, the movement here under 
discussion. 

This premise is stated by Dr. Counts in 
his original paper delivered before the 
Baltimore Progressive Education Asso
ciation meeting : 

We live in troublous times; we live in 
an age of profound change ; we live in an 
age of revolution. (Dare Progressive Edu
cation Be Progressive?, Progressive Educa~ 
tion magazine, April 1932, p. 261.) 

A new world is forming, he asserted. 
a world in which economic issues will 
be fundamental and "the center of bitter 
and prolonged struggle." Citing the evils, 
abuses and contradictions in the eco
nomic situation disclosed by the depres
sion, then at its worst, Dr. Counts ex-
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pressed the belief that nonetheless "we 
hold within our hands the power to usher 
in an age of plenty, to make secure the 
lives of all, and to banish poverty for
ever from the land." But--

Th e achievement of this goal • • • 
would seem to require fun damental changes 
in t h e economic system. Hist oric capital
ism, wit h i t s deification of the prin ciple of 
selfish n ess, its reliance upon the forces of 
competit ion, its placing of property above 
human rights, and its exaltat ion of the profit 
motive, will either have to be displaced al
t ogether, or so radically changed in form and 
spirit that its identity will be completely 
lost (ibid. pp. 261-262). 

Dr. Counts makes very clear what this 
involves. In his own words, it means 
development of "a coordinated, planned, 
and socialized economy." 

Continuing, Dr. Counts says: 
The important point is that fundamental 

changes in the economic system are impera
tive. Whatever services historic capitalism 
may have rendered in the past, and they have 
been many, its days are numbered. With its 
deification of the principle of selfishness, its 
exaltation of the profit motive, its reliance 
upon the forces of competition, and its plac
ing of property above human rights, it will 
either have to be displaced altogether or 
changed so radically in form and spirit that 
its identity will be completely lost. 

• • • The growth of science and tech
nology has carried us into a new age where 
ignorance must be replaced by knowledge, 
competition by cooperation, trust in Provi
dence by careful planning, and private capi
talism by some form of socialized economy. 

• • • The day of individualism in the 
production and distribution of goods is gone. 
The fact cannot be overemphasized that 
choice is no longer between individualism 
and collectivism. It is rather between two 
forms of collectivism: the one essentially 
democratic, the other feudal in ·spirit; the one 
devoted to the interests of the people, the 
other to the interests of a privileged class 
(ibid. pp. 47-49). 

The same basic premise is summarized 
in "A Call to the Teachers of the Nation," 
issued in 1933 by the Committee of the 
Progressive Education Association on So-
cial and Economic Problems, of which 
Dr. Counts was chairman. This com
mittee had been created as a sequel to 
Dr. Counts' Baltimore address. Although 
Dr. Willard W. Beatty, president of the 
PEA, carefully emphasized in an intro
ductory statement that the report "does 
not commit either the board of directors 
of the association or the members of the 
association to any program or policy em
bodied ill the report," the committee in
cluded outstanding leaders in the pro
gressive education movement-Merle 
Curti, John Gambs, Sidney Hook, Jesse 
Newlon, Dr. Beatty, Charles Easton, 
Frederick Redefer; and Goodwin Watson, 
in addition to Dr. Counts. 

The premise of the doom of capitalism 
and its inevitable replacement by col
lectivism is stated in the "Call" as fol
lows: 

To those who may see a threat to free
dom in such a program he addresses 
these remarks: 

That under such an economy the actions 
of individuals in certain directions would 
be limited is fairly obvious. No one would 
be permitted to build a new factory or rail
road whenever or wherever he please; also, 
no on e would be permit ted to amass great 
riches by manipulat ing the economic insti-

tutions of the country. On the other hand, 
by means of the complete and uninterrupted 
funct ioning of the economic system the 
founda tions would be laid for a measure of 
f reedom in the realm of personal life that 
m ankin d has never known in the past. Free
dom without a secure- economic base is 
simply no freedom at all. Thus, in com
parison with the right to work an d eat, the 
right to vote is but an empty b auble (ibid., 
pp. 261-262). 

It is noteworthy that in this super
ficial line of thinking, government pro
h ibition of the freedom to start a legiti
mate business is classed in the same cate
gory as government prohibition of ob
viously improper speculation and finan
cial manipulation. It is also noteworthy 
that there is no recognition here that 
"the right to work and eat" can readily 
be forfeited with the loss of the "empty 
bauble"-the right to vote. 

In his monograph, "Dare the School 
Build a New Social Order?" which com
bined his Baltimore address with two 
other papers, Dr. Counts is even more 
explicit in his diagnosis and prescrip
tion: 

If we accept industrialism, as we must, we 
are then compelled to face without equivo
cation the most profound issue which this 
new order of society has raised and settle 
that issue in terms ·of the genius of our :'._)eo
ple-the issue of the control of the machine. 

• • • If the machine is to serve all, 
and serve all equally, it cannot be the prop-
erty of the few • • • -

If democracy is to survive, it must seek a 
new economic foundation. • -• • If 
property rights are to be diffused in indus
trial society, natural resources and all im
portant forms of capital will have to be col
lectively owned. Obviously, every citizen 
cannot hold title to a mine, a factory, a rail
road, a department store, or even a thor
oughly mechanized farm. This means that, 
if democracy is to survive in the United 
States, it must abandon its individualistic 
atHliations in the sphere of economics (pp. 
43-45). 

Dr. Counts acknowledges that he does 
not have all of the details worked out: 
"What precise form a democratic so
ciety will take in the ag-e of science and 
the machine, we cannot know with any 
assurance today." On the other hand-

we must • insist on two things: 
First, that technology be released from the 
fetters and the domination of every type of 
special privilege; and, second, that the re
sulting system of production and distribu
tion must be made to serve directly the 
masses of the people. Within these limits, 
as I see it, our democratic tradition must of 
necessity evolve and gradually assume an 
essentially collectivistic pattern. The only 
conceivable alternative is the abandonment 
of the last vestige of democracy and the 
frank adoption of some modern form of 
feudalism (ibid. pp. 45-46). 

We must decide in whose interests our 
mighty mechanism for the production and 
distribution of goods is to be managed. It 
might be made to serve either the few or 
the many; it cannot be made to serve 
both. • • • 

Clearly, 1f democracy is to survive, it must 
be divorced from its union with the simple 
agrarian life of the past and be adjusted to 
the complex industrial society of the present. 
In the sphere of economic relationships, it 
must be dissociated from its individualistic 
connections and be rephrased in terms of the 
collectivist reality. The old foundations are 
gone. In the highly integrated social or
der of the twentieth century individual men 

cannot own and operate the means of pro
duction as they did at the time of the found .. 
ing of the -Nation. As a consequence, the 
fulfillment of the old ideal requires a rec 
versal of loyalties at certain points.. -<.roday 
the individual can b~ guaranteed freedom for 
cultural and spiritual growt h only by t h e 
abandonment of economic ·individualism. 
Liberty of persons is no longer to be attained 
through freeing business enterprise from re
str aints but rather through deliberate organ
ization in the name of material security for 
all. Thus t he democratic tradit ion has come 
to the end of an era. If its spirit is t o live 
on, its forms must suffer radical change (pp . 
16, 17, ibid.). 

It is all as simple and neat as that. 
This same premise that capit alism is 

dead, or dying, and t~at its replacement 
by some form of collectivism, by some 
form or degree of Government-planned 
economy, governmental control or social
ization essentially new and different in 
character, is both inevitable and desir
able, underlies the Conclusions and Rec
ommendations of the Commission on 
Social Studies sponsored by the Ameri
can Historical Association. 

This report, constituting the seventh 
and last volume of a series of publica
tions by the commission, marked the 
consummation of commission studies 
and activities extending from January 
1929 to December 1933. As previously 
mentioned, Dr. Counts served as research 
director for the commission from August 
1, 1931, until the termination of its op
erations. 

The premise of the inevitable replace
ment of capitalism by collectivism, con
stituted the "general point of view or 
frame of reference" of the Conclusions 
and Recommendations of the commis
sion-page 3. This premise is elaborated 
as follows: 

Under the molding influence of socialized 
processes of living, drives of technology and 
science, pressures of changing thought and 
policy, and disrupting impacts of economic 
disaster, there is a notable waning of the 
once widespread popular faith in economic 
individualism; and leaders in public affairs, 
supported by a growing mass of the pqpu
lation, are demanding the introduction into 
economy of ever wider measures of plan
ning and control (p. 16). 

The report continues: 
Cumulative evidence supports the conclu

sion that, in the United States as in other 
countries, the age of individualism and lais
sez faire in economy and government is clos
ing and that a new age of collectivism is 
emerging. 

The rePort acknowledges that "as to 
the specific form which this 'collectivism,' 
this integration and interdependence, is 
taking and will take in the future, the 
evidence at hand is by no means clear or 
unequivocal. It may involve the limiting 
or supplanting of private property by 
public property or it may entail the 
preservation of private property, ex
tended and distributed among t l1e 
masses." 

The report speculates that-
Most likely, it will issue from a process of 

experimentation and will represent a com
posite of historic doctrines and social con
ceptions yet to appear. 

However, the Conclusions and Recom
mendations are emphatic as to the "in
evitability" of expanding government 
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and expanding exercise of governmental 
compulsion: 

Almost certainly it will involve a larger 
measure of compulsory as well as voluntary 
cooperation of citizens in the conduct of the 
complex national economy, a corresponding 
enlargement of the functions of government, 
and an increasing state intervention in fun
d amental branches of economy previously 
left to individual discretion and initiative
a state intervention that in some instances 
may be direct and mandatory and in others 
indirect and facilitative. In any event the 
Commission is convinced by its interpreta
tion of available empirical data that the 
actually integrating economy of the present 
d ay is the forerunner of a consciously inte
grated society in which individual property 
rights will be altered and abridged (pp. 16-
17 ). 

The Commission emphasizes the view
point that "the emerging age is particu
larly an age of transition." Elaborating 
this point, it adds: 
- It ts marked by- numerous and severe. ten~ 
sions arising out of the conflict between the 
actual trend toward integrated economy and 
society, on the one side, and the traditional 
practices, dispositions, ideas, and institu
tional arrangements inherited from the pass
ing age of individualism, on the ot her. In 
all the recommendations that follow the 
transitional character of the present epoch 
is recognized (pp. 17-18). 

The Commission succinctly capsules 
its fundamental premise in the proposi
tion that collectivism is "the future al
ready coming into reality"-page 37. 

Essentially this same premise found 
significant expression in the report of the 
Committee on Education for the New 
America of the Department of Superin
tendence of the NEA-now the American 
Association of School Administrators. 
This report was presented at the seventy
second annual meeting of the NEA, June 
30-July 6, 1934, in Washingkm, D. C., by 
Dr. Willard E. Givens, then superin
tendent of schools of Oakland, Calif. , and 
for many years since executive secretary 
of the NEA. 

The pertinent statement was as 
follows : 

A dying laissez-faire must be completely 
d estroyed and all of us, including the "own
ers," must be subjected to a large degree of 
social control. (NEA Proceedings, 1934, pp. 
647-655.) 

Even more significant, in reflecting the 
definite Socialist trend of thinking in the 
group which drafted the report, is the 
following excerpt: 

A large section of our discussion group, 
accepting the conclusions of distinguished 
students, maintain that in our fragile, inter
dependent society the credit agencies, the 
basic industries and utilities cannot be cen
trally planned and operated under privat e 
ownership. Hence, they will join in creating 
a swift Nation-wide campaign of adult educa
tion which will support President Roosevelt 
in taking these over and operating them at 
full capacity as a unified national system in 
the interest of the people (ibid p. 647). 

This statement on the thinking of the 
group raises a question as to the con
sistency-if not the sincerity--of a sub
sequent declaration in the r~port that 
education will give the individual "a new 
appreciation of ownership of property" 
and that under the envisioned new order 
"the employer will be permittzd to make 

a fair profit on his investment"-pages 
647-9. 

Further interesting evidence of this 
preoccupation of a representative seg
ment of NEA membership, or leadership, 
with the possibility and desirability of 
achieving socialism is provided by the 
unusual action of the NEA at its 1933 
meeting in Chicago. I refer to the fol
lowing resolution, adopted by the dele
gates: 

The officers of the NEA are requested to 
provide, through its journal and otherwise, 
reliable, authentic information for the use of 
its members concerning publicly owned, 
publicly controlled, and publicly operated 
gas, electric light, and power plants, espe
cially as to the following items: (1) Name 
of municipality; (2) population; (3) rates 
of service; (4) net earnings to the munici
pality; (5) a similar showing concerning 
comparable privately owned and priva-tely 
operated utility companies. (NEA Proceed:
ings, 1933, p. 222.) 

Incidentally, this resolution was pub
lished in the November 1933 NEA Jour
nal-page 213-below an article on "How 
Public Ownership Reduces Rates," by 
Carl D. Thompson, secretary of the Pub
lic Ownership League. This article, ad
vancinc arg_uments fo:r municipal and 
public ownership of utilities, was accom
panied by suggestions· for classroom ac
t ivities in connection with this broad 
subject. 

A major vehicle for expression and 
el~boration of the basic premise that 
capitG.lism must bow out in favor of col
lectivism was provided in the decade 
from 1934 to 1944 by the educational 
journal, the .Social Frontier and its suc
cessor, Frontiers of Democracy. These 
publications were launched specifically 
to promote the movement under · discus
sion here. The former publication, ed
ited by Dr. Counts, with Dr. William H. 
Kilpatrick as board chairman, num
bered among its directors more than 60 
leading American educators. I cite a 
number of typical expressions of this 
basic premise from the editorial columns 
of these publications, as well as from 
articles which appeared in these and 
o:her educational journals and books. 

The lead editorial in the initial issue
October 1934-of the Social Frontier, 
which bore the title "Orientation," 
stated the basic premise which the jour
nal was d8signed to promote: 

For the American people the age of in
dividualism in economy is· closing and an age 
of collectivism is opening. Here is the cen
tral and dominating reality in the present 
epoch. * • * 

• * • (The Social Frontier) represents 
a point of view, it has a frame of reference, 
it stands on a particular interpretation of 
.A::.lerican history. It accepts the analysis 
of the current epoch presented above and 
outlined in greater detail in Conclusions and 
Recommendations, Report on the Social 
Studies of the Commii::sion of the American 
Historical Association. 

The Social Frontier assumes that the age 
of individualism in economy is closing and 
that an age marked by a close integration 
of social li:i'e and by collective planning and 
control is opening. For weal or woe it ac
cepts as irrevocable this deliverance of the 
historical process (pp. 3-4). 

In the next issue-November 1934-
the Social Frontier editorially elaborated 

its acceptance of collectivism as a:i in
evitability: 

The Social Frontier is not engaged in any 
battle for collectivism as such. That issue 
has been decided by the forces of history. 
As Prof. Walton Hamilton says in the last 
paragraph of a brilliant article in the En
cyclopedia of the Social Sciences, the 
"Commitment to collectivism is beyond re
call." • • • 

• • Accepting the rise of a collec
tivist order as irrevocable, it (the Social 
Frontier) refuses to adopt a fatalistic atti
tude toward the question of the form which 
collectivism is to take in the United 
States. • • • 

The most crucial and fundamental of the 
choices which the American people will be 
called upon to make, which they are being 
called upon to make, has to do with con
trolling purposes and interests. • • • 
The Social Fron tier will throw all the 
strength it possesses on the side of those 
forces which are striving to fashion a form 
of collectivism that will make paramount the 
interests of the overwhelming majority of 
the popu~ation (pp. 3-4). 

Despite this professed dismissal of 
concern over "the question of the form 
which collectivism is to take in the 
United States," the publication indicated 
the alternative to capitalism in fairly 
definite terms in an editorial in the April 
.1935 issue: 

Loudest in the chorus of praise for free
dom and imprecation for collectivism are 
the grateful beneficiaries of our inherited 
economic institutions. To them freedom is 
God and collectivism is Satan. 

That the propagandas of profit-motivat ed 
reactionaries and the notions of honest but 
deluded liberals have gained a hold on the 
popular mind is due in no small measure to 
the failure of those committ ed to a col
lectivist social order to set up effective coun
ter propaganda and to disseminate true no
tions of liberalism. • • • The mistaken 
notion that democracy and freedom are 
identical with the institu tions of property 
and profit should not be allowed to go un
challenged. On the contrary, teachers and 
laymen should make clear by all means at 
their disposal that a collectivist social order 
is not only necessary in a world of large scale 
production, corporate control, and human 
interdependence, but also that under these 
circumstances only social ownership and 
democratic control of the means of produc
tion can secure a free and democratic life 
(p. 9.) 

In still another editorial in this same 
issue-April 1935-the Social Frontier 
pronounced this judgment, of absolute 
doom upon capitalism: 

The end of free business enterprise as a 
principle of economic and social organization 
adequate to this country is at hand (p. 8). 

Nor did this publication, in the edi
torial development of its premise of the 
inevitability of collectivism, blink at. the 
prospect that it must involve increasing 
regimentation. Quite the contrary. In 
an attack on a view expressed by former 
President Hoover, a June 1935 editorial 
insisted that there is "good" as well as 
"bad" regimentation: 

With respect to Mr. Hoover's assumption 
that regimentation must inevitably lead to 
the conversion of this fair land into a ·zoo, 
it is legitimate to ask: What alternative have 
we? • • • The only other choice is the 
wilderness where the lions prey upon the 
lambs. 

' 
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And finally, is economic regimentation 

really evil? _Must it necessarily result in 
the dehumanization of man? No general 
answer to these questions is possible. It all 
depends on who does the regimen ting and 
the purpose the process is intended to serve. 
If regimentation is imposed by the few peo
ple at present in power, for the purpose of 
maintaining that power, it is evil because de
humanizing. The end products then are 
material, cultural, and spiritual poverty for 
the vast masses of people. But if regimenta
tion is the consequence of the human urges 
of the millions who seek a life of work, dig
nity, security, and material and cultural 
plenty, it is humanizing and consequently 
good. Such regimentation is no regimenta
tion at all; it is rather humanization, lib
eralization, and socialization (pp. 5-6). 

The same basic premise of the neces· 
sary and inevitable replacement of capi .. 
talism with collectivism provided a 
major theme for many of the contribu .. 
tors to the magazine, Progressive Educa· 
tion, in the early 1930's, and for con
tributors to the Social Frontier and 
Frontiers of Democracy in the decade 
during which those journals were suc· 
cessively published. A few typical cita .. 
tions will suffice to illustrate the point. 

Writing under the title, "Teachers 
Must Be Leaders," in Progressive Educa
tion, October 1932-pages 410-413-
Jesse H. Newlon, director of the Lincoln 
school, said: 

•ro effect a more equitable distribution of 
the national ipcome, a curb must be put 
u pon the operation of the profit motive. 
The making of profits can no longer be 
regarded as the chief aim of production. 
Production must be primarily for use. In
tegration and planned control of the agencies 
of production and distribution are in
escapable in production primarily for use. 
They can be achieved only through organs 
o': economic planning that can exercise wise 
control over credit and over many basic in
dustrial and r.gricultural operations. To ac
complish these ends will necessitate funda
mental modifications of our forms and proc
esses of government, both national and local, 
in order to adapt them to contemporary 
needs. 

In an address before the Sixth World 
Fellowship of the New Education Fellow
ship-the international organization of 
the Progressive Education movement
at Nice, France, in 1932, Dr. Harold Rugg, 
professor of education at Teachers Col
lege, Columbia University, declared: 

The world is on fire, and the youth of the 
world must be equipped to combat the con
flagration. Nothing less than thorough
going social reconstruction is demanded. 
(Progressive Education, December 1932-Jan
uary 1933, pp. 11-18.) 

About a year later, Dr. Rugg wrote: 
We know now beyond cavil that sufficient 

physical and human resources exist on the 
North American Continent to give ever y man, 
woman, and child a standard of life several 
times higher than the minimum of 1929. 
But we know also that to do so a vast degree. 
of socialization in the central control and 
operation of the entire continental system of 
production and distribution must be insti
tuted now. • • • 

• Advocates of the democratic 
method who are troubled by the image of a 
destroyed Bill of Rights evoked by the Fas
cist specter • • • are desperately striv
ing for a program of socialization of the pro
duction-distribution system which will be 
carried out with the "consent" of the people. 
.(Progressive Education, January-Februar y 

1933, pp. 8-5; the Educator and the Scien
tific Study of Society.) 

Granville Hicks, at the time assistant 
professor of English at Rensselaer Poly
technic Institute and later a member of 
the editorial board of The Masses, writ
ing in the January-February 1934, Pro· 
gressive Education-pages 49-54-on 
"The Social Interpretation of Litera
ture," tersely stated the premise we are 
documenting here: 

Today the majority of those authors who 
make any attempt to portray contemporary 
life frankly admit that the capitalist system 
is doomed. 

Hicks was an exponent of the view that 
"Marxism must be the basis for the 
analysis of literature as a social phenom
enon," as opposed to "the conventional 
methods of teaching English, which give 
the student a cultural polish without 
challenging an:· of his convictions, with
out raising any serious questions about 
the existing order." 

The Roosevelt New Deal provided ex
ponents of the collectivist premise with 
the op:')ortunity-which they fully capi
talized on-to emphasize the fact that 
they were talking about something more 
sweeping than palliative reforms of capi .. 
talism. Their praise of Roosevelt's pro
gram was always qualified by a reminder 
of that fact. 

Thus, a statement drafted by Willard 
W. Beatty, president of the Progressive 
Education Association, and published in 
the October 1933, Progressive Education, 
page 304, said: 

Despite the tremendous efforts which the 
[Roosevelt] administration has put fortil in 
the short period since 1'; took over the reins 
of Government, we have made no more than 
the most preliminary steps along a new 
pathway. 

Norman Woelfel, subsequently man· 
aging editor of the Social Frontier and 
even later professor of education at Ohio 
State University, wrote an article, "The 
Educator, the New Deal, and Revolution," 
in the January-February 1934, Progres
sive Education, in which he insisted that 
the then current phrase, "the Roosevelt 
revolution" was a misnomer. The 
Roosevelt program, he wrote, deserved 
the educators' support only because it 
left open "the path to a more revolution
ary future." He urged educators to pro
vide "stimulus to further leftward re· 
sponses on the part of the administra
tion," but made clear that "what really 
h as happened is, of course, far from 
being a revolution" since "the traditional 
pattern of administering the industrial 
resources of the Nation by private busi· 
ness in the interest of money profit re· 
mains the same." 

Dr. Woelfel then defined his concep .. 
tion and goal of revolution by asserting 
that it: 

Implies that there be no unnecessary de
lay in making completely public the owner
ship and control of the natural resources 
and the industrial structure of the Nation 
(pp. 107-112). 

And he added bluntly that in the 
achievement of this purpose "we must 
not blindly shrink from the fact that it 
may require some use of force against 
those at present privileged." 

The same reminder that the Roosevelt 
program fell far short of the premise and 
goal of collectivist reconstruction was 
given by Dr. Henry Pratt Fairchild writ
ing in the October 1934, Social Frontier: 

The old economic structure is a house built 
upon the sands, and the President, instead 
of doing anything to install a firm founda
tion or to move the house over to bedrock, 
contents himself with putting in a new beam 
here, shoring up a wall there, and spreading 
whitewash liberally wherever he can find an 
exposed surface. 

This ls the tragedy of the New Deal. • • • 
There are many, even in capital-minded 

America • • • who will not be satisfied 
with a New Deal-they want a new deck 
(pp. 15-18, A Sociologist Views the New 
Deal). 

Broadus Mitchell, associate professor 
of economics at Johns Hopkins Univer
sity, writing in the April 1936 Social 
Frontier criticized the "apologists of 
capitalism" who talk of correcting the 
shortcomings of the economic order 
"within the framework of the present 
system." And he pointed to a small 
group of American economists "but 
rapidly growing, which finds the only 
practicable exit in the common owner .. 
ship of the social means of production 
and in their operation for use rather 
than for profit"-pages 215-217. 

One of the popular, euphemistic 
phrases used by many of these educators 
to define the desired collectivism was 
"social design"-a polite term for ;;ov
ernmental control or ownership. Thus, 
Dr. Theodore Brameld, professor of edu
cation at New York Univer~ity, wrote in 
Frontiers of Democracy-January 15, 
1940, pages 111-112, 126-127: 

We need today a design for tomorrow. We 
need an American design which encompasses 
and unifies the partial, contradictory, often 
destructive plans of our traditional economy. 
We need a design where nature's goods at 
last are consciously, collectively controlled by 
the majority of our people. 

And a few months earlier, Dr. Harold 
Rugg, professor of education at Colum
bia Teachers' College wrote-Frontiers 
of Democracy, October 15, 1939, pages 9-
11: 

A large-scale, sustained-yield economy can 
be operated here if a practicable social de
sign and an efficient and socially acceptable 
scheme of control can be provided. Both 
seem to me to be called for; the design must 
be comprehensive enough to cross any 
boundaries, either of States or personally 
owned properties that interfere with the 
efficient and humane operation of the social 
system. The central control to administer 
it must be created by the people themselves. 

And Dr. Rugg adds, "that, it seems to 
me, is what we must teach." Regarding 
that latter assertion, I will h ave more 
to say later. 

Again, permit me to point out, the ad
vocates of collectivism did not dodge the 
fact that a planned economy means a 
cont rolled economy and a controlled 
economy means governmental regimen
tation. Thus Dr. Harry Elmer Barnes 
wrote in Frontiers of Democracy, Janu .. 
ary 15, 1940, under the title "Should So· 
cial Change Be Consciously Directed?"
pages 106-110: 

The only way to plan is to plan. It is 
impossible to graft a planned economy on 
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to a competitive economic order and still 
hope to preserve the latter. Planning is 
compatible only with a considerable amount 
of collectivism and economic regimentation. 

Friends of planned social change might 
as well recognize this fact and either wit h
draw from the movement or be prepared 
for the regimentation of economic life and 
the -restriction of complete intellectual free 
dom which effective planning must entail. 
On the other hand, there is no reason for 
believina that effective planning must in
volve so 

0

ruthless a type of mental and social 
regimentation as the Soviet Union and the 
Fascist states have instituted. But it is 
equally certain that Stalin and Coolidge will 
not mix. we cannot have social planning 
without p aying a price therefor in terms 
of some curtailment of p ioneer individual 
ism and freedom. Let those who count the 
price too high reflect that the alternative is 
chaos and misery which would make the 
bank h ::iliday of early March 1933, seem a 
beatific idyll by comparison. 

The~e views also found expression out
side of the journals I have been quot
ing. 

Dr. John Dewey, patron saint of pro
gressive education, wrote in his "Liberal
ism and Social Action," page 90: 

E::i.rlier liberalism regarded the separate 
and competing economic action of in d ivid
uals as the means to social well-being as the 
end . We must reverse the perspective and 
see that socialized economy is the means of 
free and individual development as the end. 

Stuart Chase, in h is address before the 
Department f Super intendence of the 

· NEA at its Atlantic City meeting, Feb
ruary 25, 1935-NEA Journal, April 1935, 
pages 107-110-said: 

If we have even a trace of realism in our 
natures, we must be prepared to see an in
creasing amount of collectivism, Govern
ment interference, centralization of eco
nomic control, social planning. Here again, 
the relevant question is not how to get rid 
of Government interference, bu t how to ap
ply it for the greatest good of the greatest 
number. 

Writing in the thirteenth yearbook of 
the D3partment of Superintendence of 
the NEA-1935-Dr. John L. Childs, pro
fessor of education at Teachers College, 
Columbia, said: 

Dzmocracy is supposed to denote a society 
tn which control is by and for the people. 
Under presen t industrial conditions demo
cratic control can be made a reality only by 
t h e collective ownership of those industries 
whose coordinated administration is essen
t ial to the success of a planned economy 
(p. 123). 

* * * Enough data are now avail
able * . t o show the general direction 
in which we must go. I ndust rialism points 
to national social planning. Our national 
idea l of social democracy requires that this 
planning be under collective control. Col
lective control cannot be made a reality in 
a reglme of private ownership of the basic 
industries. Undoubtedly we can learn much 
from the experience of other countries, par
t icularly Russia, but we also have our own 
unique conditions, resources, and ideals, an d 
it would be disastrous for us to import whole
sale t h e social methods of Communist Rus
sia. Until we have seriously undertaken the 
task af inventing economic and polit ical in
stitutions which will make effectual social 
planning possible jn our country and which 
will also seek to promote a career for indi
vidual initiative, we ne:d not prematurely 
assume that collective planning and d icta
torial . bureaucratic r egimentation of . social 
life are necassary correlatives (pp. 137-138). 

The citations could be endless. But 
nothing could mor e graphically sum up 
this commitment to the premise that 
capitalism must inevitably be replaced 
by collectivism than these concluding 
lines from a report on an educators' tour 
of Russia, written by Dr. Goodwin Wat
son, professor of education at Teachers 
College, Columbia, and a member of the 
Social Frontier board of directors-the 
Social Frontier, February 1937, page 143: 

For each of us there were sights we ap
p roved and others we disapproved, but how 
about the balance of judgment on the new 
civilization as a whole? One became skep
t ical and remained rather unfavorable to
ward Soviet life. A half dozen who came 
prepared to find a bad situation had been 
t ransferred into warm admirers of the Com
munist scene. None who came with high 
expectations has been disappointed. The 
sum total would be more than 95 percent 
favorably influenced by this brief study. We 
had not always been comfortable, but we 
had been a ware of a society directed toward 
the sustenance of major human values. 

One question lingered in our minds. Anna 
Louise Strong had stated it for us. "I wish 
I knew," she said, "whether it will take 
longer for the Russians to develop efficiency 
or for America to develop socialism. Theil 
I'd know where I want to live." 

VI. UTOPIA VIA THE SCHOOLHOUSE 

The educational m~vement here be- . 
ing described involves n::>t ·only a sum
mons to a belief but a summons to ac
t ion-action on the part of teachers and 
school administrators, in and through 
the public schools, in behalf of that 
belief. 

Therein lies the enormous and omi
nous significance of that movement. 
And therein lies the importance and rele
vancy of the premise documented in the 
preceding section. 

There can be no question as to the 
right of a public school teacher to ac
cept and, as an American citizen, to pro
mote outside the classroom the premise 
that capitalism will or should be re
placed by collectivism. That, inciden
tally, is not saying that a member of the 
Communist party should be permitted 
to teach in the pubr c schools. The Na
tional Education Association and I are 
in perfect agreement on the proposition 
that Communist party membership dis
qualifies a person from teaching in the 
public schools of the United States. 

The teacher's right of personal belief 
and advocacy, stated above, is one thing. 
It is something else, however, to propose 
that the teachers become the active 
agents for the promotion of collectivism 
as a part of their activities in the class
room, before the involuntary audience 
of pupils. It is something else, too, to 
propose that public education become 
the agency and medium for accomplish
ing that purpose. 

Yet this is precisely the program of 
action advocated by the movement and 
activities here being documented. It is 
a proposal that, in the phrase I have al
ready quoted from Dr. Kilpatrick, "the 
school take an active part in helping to 
build the new social order." 

We will, in documenting this proposed 
course of action, encounter a variety of 
terms to describe the classroom process 
involved -in -this program. The blunt 
word, "propagandize" is sometimes 

used-though rarely. "Indoctrination" 
is another of the more forthright terms 
used-and the question of just what con
stitutes indoctrination becomes a sub
ject of hair-splitting controversy among 
the educators. There are more euphe
mistic terms. Those who are hesitant to 
advocate outright classroom indoctrina
t ion in behalf of the collectivist goal, still 
accept collectivism as the "frame of r ef
erence" and basic "orientation" of the 
new education. The "democratic vis:on" 
of the possibilities of the new order are 
to be presented to the pupil, and his loy
alties enlisted in its behalf. The objec
t ive is defined. as that of attaining "un
coerced persuas:on." 

By whatever name it is called, the 
basic premise remains the same-the 
schools· a~·e actively to participate in 
building "the new social order" or in pre
paring and conditioning the child -for 
participation in that order. 

And that means, of course, that the 
educational system, its procedures and 
curriculum, are themselves to be recon
structed and revised to the extent neces
sary to carry out this program of action. 
But let the advocates and spokesmen of 
utopia-via-the-schoolhouse say it in 
their own words. 

The whole point and purpose of Dr. 
Counts' original address at the Baltimore 
meeting, of his subsequent monograph , 
and of the "Call to the Teachers" which 
he inspired was, of course, that the 
teachers and the schools were to do 
something about it. The premise is im
plicit in the challenging title of the 
monograph, "Dare the School Build a 
New Social Order?" The Call to the 
Teachers was not alone a call to belief 
but to action as well. ' 

In the Baltimore speech, Dr. Counts 
elaborated the achievement of the pro
gressive education movement since its 
inception in 1921. Impressive though 
these achievements were, he held that 
there was something still lacking. 
"There is no good individual apart from 
some conception of the nature of the 
good society," he argued. Likewise, 
"there is no good education apart from 
some conception of the nature of the 
good society." What progressive educa
t ion lacks is a "theory of social welfare." 
The corrective? 

If progressive education is to be genuinely 
progressive, it must emancipate itself from 
the influence (of the upper middle class), 
face squarely and courageously every social 
issue, come to grips with life in all of its 
stark reality, establish a theory of social 
welfare, fashion a compelling and challeng
ing vision of human destiny, and become 
somewhat less fright ened than it is today at 
the bogeys of imposition and indoctrination. 
(Progressive Education, April 1932, p. 257.) 

The "challenging vision of human des
tiny," as we have already abundantly 
documented of course is collectivism. 

Changes in our economic system will-

Dr. Counts declared-
of course, require changes in our ideals. 

And the role of the school must be an 
active one in promoting these changes: 

When I say that progressive education 
should face all· of these questions I do not 

· mean merely that provision shculd -be made 
in our progressiv e schools for children to 

I 
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study the problems of economics, govern
ment, and so on. This much, of course, 
should be done. But unless the progressive 
education movement wishes to change its 
name to the contemplative education move
ment, the goodwill education movement, or 
the hopeful education movement, it should 
go much further. To my mind, a movement 
honestly styling itself progressive should 
engage ln the positive task of creating a new 
tradition in American life, a tradition pos
sessing power, appeal, and direction. 

But, you will say, is this not leading us 
out upon very dangerous ground? Is it not 
taking us rather far from the familiar land
marks bounding the fields that teachers are 
wont to cultivate? My answer is, of course, 
in the affirmative. • • • If we are con
tent to remain where all is safe and quiet 
and serene, we shall dedicate ourselves, as 
teachers have commonly done in the past, to 
a role of relatively complete futility, if not 
of positive social reaction. Neutrality with 
respect to the great issues that agitate so
ciety, while perhaps theoretically possible, is 
practically tantamount to giving support to 
the most powerful forces engaged in the 
contest (ibid. pp. 262-3). 

That the role which Dr. Counts envi
sioned for the school involved active pro
motion in the schoolroom in behalf of 
"a coordinated, planned, and socialized 
economy" is clearly indicated in his fur
ther statement: 

You will also say, no doubt, that I am 
flirting with the idea of indoctrination. And 
my answer is again in the affirmative, or, at 
least, I should say that the word does not 
frighten me. We may all rest assured that 
the younger generation in any society will 
be thoroughly imposed upon by its elders 
and by the culture into which it is born. For 
the school to work in a somewhat d.111erent 
direction with all the power at its disposal 
could do no great harm. At the most, unless 
the superiority of its outlook is unques
tioned, it can but serve as a counterpoise to 
check and challenge the power of less en
lightened or more selfish purposes (pp. 262-
263). 

In his monograph, "Dare the School 
Build a New Social Order?" after des
cribing the potential benefits of collec
tivism, Dr. Counts wrote: 

Such a vision of what America migpt be
come in the industrial age, I would intro
duce into our schools as the supreme im
position, but one to which our children are 
entitled-a priceless legacy which it should 
be the first concern of our profession to 
fashion and bequeath. The objection will, of 
course, be raised that this is asking teachers 

· to assume unprecedented social responsibili
ties. But we live in difficult and dangerous 
times-times when precedents lose their 
significance (pp. 53-54). 

And he repeats the view expressed in 
his earlier paper: 

If the schools are to be really effective, 
they must become centers for the building, 
and not merely the contemplation of our 
civilization. This does not mean that we 
should endeavor to promote particular re
forms through the educational system. We 
should, however, give to our children a vision 
of the possibilities which lie ahead and en
deavor to enlist their loyalties and enthu
siasms in the realization of the vision. Also, 
our social institution s and practices, all of 
them, should be critically examined in the 
light of such a vision (pp. 36-37). 

Then comes this bold counsel, regard
ing which we will have more to say later: 

That the teach ers should deliberately 
reach for power and then make the most 
of their conquest is my firm conviction. To 

the extent that they are permitted to fashion 
the curriculum and procedures of the school 
they will definitely and positively influence 
the social attitudes, ideals, and behavior ef 
the coming generation. • • • It is my 
observation that the men and women who 

-have affected the course of human events 
are those who have not hesitated to use 
the power that has come to them (pp. 27-
30). 

The "Call to the Teachers" is a call to 
participate "actively in the task of re
constituting the democratic tradition 
and of thus working positively toward a 
new society"-page 19. They "must 
work boldly and without ceasing for · a 
better social order." · 

That what is demanded is a complete 
revision of the teacher's role both in 
society and in the schools is made 
crystal clear by the following injunction, 
one which should do more to provoke 
curiosity as to what's going on in the 
schools than all of the criticisms of lay 
groups or individuals: 

If the teachers are to play a positive and 
creative role in building a better social order, 
indeed if they are not to march in the ranks 
of economic, political, and cultural reaction, 
they will have to emancipate themselves 
completely from the domination of the busi
ness interests of the Nation, cease cultivat
ing the manners and associations of bank
ers and promotion agents, repudiate utterly 
the ideal of material success as the goal of 
education, abandon the smug middle-class 
tradition on which they have been nourished 
in the past, acquire a realistic ·understand
ing of the forces that actually rule the world, 
and formulate a fundamental program of 
thought and action that will deal honestly 
and intell1gently with the problems of in
dustrial civilization. They will have to re
state their philosophy of education, reor
ganize the procedures of the school, and re
define their own position in society. Such 
measures will of course require fundamental 
changes in the methods of teacher training 
and the assumption on the part of the pro
fession of an increasing burden of cultural 
leadership (pp. 20-22). 

The reference to changes in methods 
of teacher training should particularly 
be noted. It is a reminder of the basic 
importance of the teacher training in
stitutions to the entire educational pro
gram. And, by the same token, it rein
forces a basic premise of this documen
tation, namely, that the extent of the 
permeation of collectivist philosophy in
to teacher colleges in an important in
dex-the most important index-to the 
extent of the permeation of that phi
losophy into the public-school classroom. 

That what Dr. Counts envisioned is 
also a complete revision of the philos
ophy and role of the school in society is 
made equally clear by the following: 

In the collectivist society now emerging 
the school should be regarded, not as an 
agency for lifting gifted individuals out of 
the class into which they were born and of 
elevating them into favored positions where 
they may exploit their less-favored fellows, 
but rather as an agency for the abolition of 
all artificial social distinct 'ons and of organ
izing the energies of the Nation for the pro
motion of the general welfare. This, of 
course, does not mean that the individual 
should not be encouraged to succeed. It 
means instead that he should be given a new 
measure of success. 

Throughout the school program the devel
opment of the social rather than the ego-. 

- tistic .impulses should be stressed; and the 

motive of personal aggrandizement should 
be subordinated to social ends. In promo
tion practices, in school activities, in the 
relations of pupils and teachers and admin
istrators, the ideal of a cooperative com
monwealth should prevail, due allowance 
being made for the requirements of special 
knowledge and the discharge of social re
sponsib111ty. • • • All of this applies 
quite as strictly to the nursery, the kinder
garten, and the elementary school as to the 
secondary school, the college, and the uni
versity (pp. 20-22). 

Plainly this is a blueprint for convert
ing the schools-from nursery through 
high school, and upward to college and 
university-into agencies for promoting 
the collectivist social order and develop
ing a generation acquiescent to that so
cial order. 

The opening wedge for such a pro
gram was provided in the Conclusions 
and Recommendations of the American 
Historical Association's Commission on 
Social Studies. 

The point of entry is clearly defined 
and adroitly chosen. The commiEsion 
proposed consolidation of the tradi
tional high-school subjects of geography, 
economics, cultural sociology, political 
science or civics, and history, in a single 
educational category to be designated 
the "social sciences." 

It is obvious that this is the most stra
tegic of all teaching areas so far as ad
vancement of collectivist philosophy is 
concerned. Success in enlisting the 
teachers in this field in the cause of the 
"new social order" would have an e1I~t 
and infiuence o.ut of all proportion to 
the relative number of teachers involved. 

The commission's Conclusions and 
Recommendations were addressed par
t icularly to this area of education, and 
evidence of the purpose to exploit this 
newly designated educational field is 
found in the following recommendation: 

The commission • • deems desira-
ble the incorporation into the 
materials of social science instruction in the 
schools of the best plans and ideals of the 
future of society and of the individual 
(p. 27). 

This particular paragraph brought a 
tart rejoinder from one "unreconstructed 
rebel" on the commission. Isaiah Bow
man, who appended a minority report to 
the commission's recommendations, 
asked simply, "Who is to know the best?" 
No answer was forthcoming. But the 
answer is clearly implied in the docu
ment-the educators, of course, are the 
ones who will "know the best." 

Bearing in mind the commission's con
clusion that collectivism "is the future 
already coming into reality," the follow
ing recommendations clearly indicate 
the sweeping reconstruction of the 
schools and the education program pro
posed to serve this "future": 

Organized public education in the United 
States, much more than ever before, is now 
compelled, if it is to fulfill its social obliga
tion, to adjust its objectives, its curriculum, 
its methods of instruction, and its adminis
trative procedure to the requirements of the 
emerging integrated order. * • • It 
must recognize the new order and proceed 
to equip the rising generation to cooperate 
effectively in the increasingly interdependent 
society and to live rationally an d well within 
its limitations and possibilites (pp. 35- 36). 
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By way of conditioning the child for 
this new order, "in the organization of 
the life of the school and the conduct of 
instruction, emphasis will be placed on 
the development of the social and crea
tive rather than the acquisitive im
pulses"-page 40. 

Furthermore, "the competent teacher. 
sensitive to the implications of the demo
cratic ideal and conscious of the grow
ing interdependence of social life, will 
appeal as little as possible to .those mo
tives which tend to exacerbate the strug
gle between individuals and will encour
age the fullest development of the social 
and creative impulses"-page 81. 

The import of these recommendations 
was accurately summed up by the late 
Professor Harold J. Laski, philosopher of 
British socialism, in an article in The 
New Republic, July 29, 1936: 

At bottom, and stripped of its carefully 
neutral phrases, the report is an educational 
program for a Socialist America (pp. 342-
345). 

Mr. Laski further commented that the 
report calls for "education for a life so
cially controlled," and for "a teaching 
that definitely emphasizes the implica
tions of a new social orientation." More 
later about Mr. Laski's estimate of this 
report. · 

The educational literature produced 
by the disciples and sponsors of this pro
gram is filled with plans for reshaping 
education for this new task of social re
construction. 

Dr. Harold Rugg, in his address before 
the New Education Fellowship in Nice, 
France, in 1932, said: 

Before the school can be used as an agent 
for social regeneration, it must undergo 
thorough reconstruction. 

How is the prcblem to be attacked? The 
fir:;t step is the building of a new program 
of work, a new content for the curriculum, 
directly out of the problems, issues and char
acteristics of our changing society. (Progres
sive Education, December 1932-January 1933, 
pp. 11-18.) 

Among "the basic concepts that should 
constitute the guiding skeleton of our 
new educational program,'' according to 
Dr. Rugg, is the alleged "need for change 
in political, e~onomic, and soc:al govern
ment" and "the utter lack of economic 
government in the modern world." 

Therefore: 
Our new materials of· instruction shall il

lustrate fearlessly and dramatically the in
evitable consequence of the lack of planning 
and of central control over the production 
a!ld distribution of physical things. 

The large-scale undertaking assigned 
to the schools in promoting the· new so
cial order is made clear in this further 
comment by Dr. Rugg: 

Thus through· the schools ef the wo~ld, we 
shall disseminate a new conception of Gov
ernment--one that will embrace all of the 
collective activities of men; that will postu
late the need for scientific control and op
eration of economic activities in the in
terests of all of the people. Political gov
ernment in a new con.notation, then, includ
ing economic government and social gov
ernment. 

Dr. Willard W. Beatty, president of 
the Progressive Education Association, 
writing in 1£33, a s:::e:-ted th~t the educa
tor "who would-c;:;ntribute materially to 

social planning" must "be prepared to 
undertake the instruction of children for 
their share in the new order"-Progres
sive Education, October 1933, page 304. 

Dr. Norman Woelfel, in the January
February 1934 Progressive Education, 
argues that "educators are inevitably 
propagandists for one kind of social or
der or another." 

Woelfel holds that with "our thin crust 
of culture breaking before our eyes" the 
educators' "ancient tactics of care and 
tact and impartiality are, of course, bas
ically futile today." Neutrality is out: 

If we wish to mutter. longer the old rhetoric 
about democracy, as we pursue under capi
talism our almost secret routine in the 
schools, that is a possible choice also, but 
there can be no assurance that it will long 
remain a possible alternative. If we will, as 
teachers, individually and then collectively, 
make this fundamental choice between 
clearly distinct social ideals, further proce
dures will be envisioned more clearly {pp. 
107-112). 

But the real danger before educators, 
as Dr. Woelfel sees it, is "this mental at
titude which makes a supreme virtue out 
of listening to both sides forever and for-

- ever without ever making a decision." 
Obviously mere teaching about socialism 

. is not enough for him. 
This same premise that the purpose 

of teaching is not merely to present al
ternatives but actively to propagandize 
in behalf of a definite course of action is 
stated in a Social Frontier editorial on 
"The Ives Law"-October 1934, page 9: 

They (the teachers) should proceed to a 
consideration of the changes in its (the Con
stitution's) provisions which the rise of in
dustrial civilization is making desirable or 
necessary. And in doing all this, they should 
endeavor to carry their pupils with them. 

Dr. John Dewey, while exceedingly 
dextrous in the manipulation of words, 
makes it equally clear that the premise 
of a collectivist social order calls for ac
tion in its behalf in the classroom. Be
cause of his immense influence in mod
ern education, I quote Dr. Dewey's 
statement at some length-"Can Educa-

- ti on Share in Social Reconstruction?"
Social Frontier, October 1934, pages 
11-12: 

I do not think • • • that the schools 
can in any literal sense be the builders of a 
new social order. But the schools will surely 
as a matter of fact and not of ideal, share 
in the building of the social order of the 
future according as they ally themselves with 
this or that movement of existing social 
forces. This fact is inevitable. The schools 
of America have furthered the present social 

: .d·rift and chaos by their emphasis upon an 
economic form of success which is intrinsi
cally pecuniary and egoistic. They Will Of 
necessity, and again not as a matter of theory, 
take an active part in determinin::; the social 
order--or disorder--of the future, according 
as teachers and administrators align them
selves with the older so-called "individual-

' istic" ideals-which in fact are fatal to in
dividuality for the many-or with the newer 
forces making for social control of economic 
forces. The plea that teachers must pas
sively accommodate themselves to existing 
conditions is but one way-and a cowardly 
way--of making a choice in favor of the old 
and chaotic. 

cal-there will hardly be a moment of the 
day when he will not have the opportunity 
to make his choice good in action. If the 
choice is conscious and intelligent, he will 
find that it affects the details of school ad
ministration and discipline. of methods of 
teaching, of selection and emphasis of sub
ject-matter. • • • The task is to trans
late the desired ideal over into the conduct 
-of the detail of the school in administration, 
instruction and subject matter. Here, it 
seems to me, is the great present need and 
responsibility of those who think the schools 
should consciously be partners in the con
struction of a changed society. The chal
lenge to teachers must be issued and in clear 
tones. But the challenge is merely a begin
ning. What does it mean in the particulars 
of work in the school and on the playground? 
An answer to this question and not more 
general commitment to social theory and 
slogans is the pressing demand. 

An editorial in the April 1935 Social 
Frontier rebukes the magazine, the Na
tion, for criticizing a statementattributed 
to Dr. Jesse H. Newlon to the effect that 
"teachers are today justified in assum
ing a partisan position upon basic social 
and economic issues and in preaching 
the apparent truth of an impending col
lectivism." The critical view taken by 
the Nation. the editorial asserts, amounts 
to saying that "educational leaders are 
stepping over the proper bounds when 
they advise that teachers should build 
in youth attitudes more vital than that 
expressed in the platitudinous affirma
tion, 'there is much to be said on both 
sides' "-page 7. In the same issue, the 
Social Frontier calls upon teachers "to 
make clear by all means at their dis
posal that only social ownership and 
democratic control of the means of pro
duction can secure a free and democratic 
life." And it urges "effective counter 
propaganda" against the "propagandas 
of profit-motivated reactionaries"-page 
9. 

The same view that "education cannot 
. be neutral" was expressed by Dr. New

lon during a panel discussion before 
the Department of Superintend,ence
NEA-meeting February 26, 1935. . Dr. 
Newlon, professor of education and di-

- rector of Lincoln School, Teachers Col
lege, Columbia, insisted that "the school 
will be employed either to support the 
existing order or to. build a better social 

. order"-NEA Proceedings, 1935, pages 
540-541. 

Dr. Harold Rugg, writing in the Social 
·. Frontier · of Octobei· 1936, emphasizes 

that "a necessary first step in educa
tional reconstruction lies in the remak
ing of the curriculum"-pages 12-15. 
Teachers should be brought into contact 

,r with ne\v· ideas in order- to change their 
"understanding, outlook and method." 
The importance of such a change is made 
clear: "To change the outlook and pro
cedure of teachers is to ·chang.e the very 
lives of the children in their care." 

An extreme example of the proposed 
changes in curriculum and instructional 
material is provided by the comment of 
James M. Shields, former supervising 

- principal of elementary schools at 
Winstori-Salem, N. C.-Soch~J Frontier, 

-June 1936, pages 281-284: 
If the teacher's choice is to throw himself It fairly staggers one t::> consider the tre-

in with the forces and conditions that are mendous task ahead· in revisien of our ex-
making for change in the direction of social isting instructional: lit::.rature if it is to be 
control of capitalism-economic and politi- l of .any use at all in- a . collectivist soci~ty. 
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Hardly a public school textbook now in use 
but is saturated with the profit psychology. 
Arithmetics are permeated with profit and 
loss, gain, "making" money. One '10uld hunt 
in vain through their pages for any incen
tive to economic cooperation. Even geog
r aphies are replete with production for gain. 
And as for histories. No wonder the Rus
sians started from scratch in creating an 
entire new educational literature under the 
Soviet system. Almost we m ay h ave to dis
cover America anew. 

The question of whether, and to what 
extent, "indoctrination" in behalf of the 
new collectivist social order is permissi
ble, become a much debated issue in 
educational circles. It is not necessary 
to go into the technical details of this 
controversy. In many instances the 
views expressed by the same educators 
are self-contradictory. Dr. Rugg, for 
example, wrote-October 1935, Social 
Frontier, pages 12-15-that he did not 
advocate "the construction cf any the
oretical social order and its 'teaching' in 
the schools." Yet in the October 1939, 
Frontiers of Democracy, he insisted upon 
the necessity of a "scheme of central 
control" and added, "that is what we 
must teach"-pages 9-11. 

Dr. Dewey similarly expres:;ed ·disap
proval of "undemocratic inculcation of 
ready-made conclusions" in the class
room, but added: 

If teachers who hold that there is an in
trinsic relationship between actualization of 
democracy and social planning of economic 
institutions and relations, hope to bring 
others to the same conclusions by use of the 
method of investigation and free cooperative 
discussion, I see nothing undemocratic in 
the procedure. It looks to me like an edu
cational procedure and (one) • • • that 
teachers who have been led to accept the 
conclusion might then use with their own 
students. (Social Frontier, December 1938, 
pp. 71-72.) 

Whatever the euphemicms employed 
to socthe su:::picions, the basic fact re
mains that the program here being de
scribed contemplates activity in the 
classroo!.n designed to propagandize for 
collectivism and designed tn condition 
the chLd for a collectivist social order. 

Dr. Boyd H. Bode, prof'escor of edu
cation at Ohio State University, a sharp 
critic or" this program, accurately de
scribed its propagandist character in a 
debate with Dr . John L. Childs in the 
columns of the Social Frontier: 

Under the impetus of indignation • • • 
he (Dr. Childs) shows a disposition to identi
fy demccracy with a ce.mpaign for a specific 
scheme of ownersh' p and distribution. Hand 
in hand with this goes a bold demand for 
"inculcation" and for a crusade to win adher
ents (November 1938, pp. 38-40). 

Dr. Harry D. Gideon~e--Go~is.l Fron
tier, Janue.ry 19S5, pages 15·<!8-:rebulrnd 
the proposed program even more sharply 
with this prophetic warning: 

The peril of it all might well be that his
t ory (or soc1al studies) under such a defini
tion is likely to become a controversial sub
ject comparable tn religion and unsuitable 
for instruction in the schools for the same 
reacon. Whatever propagandists may call 
such new "ed eation," it smells like propa
ganda-and a viciously untruthful sort-un
der any othe:- name. We might leave these 
things to th".l American equivalents of Mos
cow and of Dr. Goebbels. A free school 
should have no truck with it. 

The length to which this action pro
gram in support of the collectivist so
ciety is carried is indicated by the asser
tion of Dr. Jesse H. Newlon-Frontiers of 
Democracy, April 15, 1941, pages 208-
11-that "the so-called child-centered 
school goes into the ashcan." The 
school, Dr. Newlon held, must become 
"society centered." It was statements of 
this type which prompted John L. Tilds
ley, associate superintendent of the New 
York City scµools, to question indig
nantly whether a person holding such 
educational views "has a moral right to 
enroll himself as a teacher of children 
or as a teacher of teachers-of-chil
dren"-Social Frontier, IV, pages 319-
322. And Dr. Tildsley angrily charged 
that the leaders of this moven.ent "lose 
sight of the child as the center of the 
educative process 2.lld are not concerned 
with his growth, save in one direction. 
namely, his growth into an accelerator of 
a democratic collectivist social order. 
They view the child as collectivist
futter-fodder-to be utilized without 
regard to the effect on him of the collec
tivist-society-making process." 

VII. CLASS WAR IN THE CLASSROOM 

Should the public school classroom 
become a battleground of the class wa:x:? 

Should American teachers join in that 
war? · 

It is a shocking thing that such ques
tions should even be asked in the United 
States. 

It is vastly more shocking to :find 
supposedly responsible American educa
tors answering these questions in the 
amrmative. 

Extremist advocates of the collectivist 
premise of course believe that the tran
sition from capitalism to collectivism 
will probably, if not inevitably, involve 
stern resistance en the part cf the owner 
claes and therefore lead t-:> open c0n
fiict-political or worse-between the 
owner and · worker classes of society. 
These extremists likewise ~old that the 
schccls cannot escape this confl:ct, and 
that teachers who would contritute to 
the realization of the collect"vist society 
mu:::t cast their lot, in classroom and out, 
with the worker class. 

Class war, of course, is a tenet of 
Ma:;:-x:~m . and whether or not they ac
cepted t""le Marx:st lal:el, the more 
extreme advocates cf the achievement 
of co} ectivi::;m-through-the-cla::;sroom 
embra~ed this class-war tenet. 

Even Dr. c.:mnto, who ater vigorously 
rep:idiated cammunism, showed s""rong 
leanings toward this Marxist tenet in 
his ear .. · er writings: 

If d~mccracy is to be achieved in the in
duntrial a~e. powerfu l classes must be per
suaded to surrender their privileges, and 
institutions deeply rooted in popular preju
dice wm have to be rad~.caily modified or 
abolished. And according to the hiGtorical 
record, th!s prcczss has commonly been at
tended by bitter struggle and even bloodshed. 
Ruling classes never surrender their priv
ileges voluntarily. 

• • There is little evidence frcm the 
pages of American history to support us in 
the hope that we may adjust our differences 
through the method of sweetness and light. 
(Dare the School Build a New Social Order? 
pp. 50-52.) 

The implications of this view are de .. 
veloped in the "Call to the Teachers of 
the Nation": 

Even the taxpayers have no special claim 
on the schools; they are but the tax col
lectors of society; ultimately school revenue 
comes from all who labor by hand er brain. 
This the teachers should never forget. 
Their loyalty therefore goes to the great body 
of the laboring population-to the farmers 
the industrial workers, and the other mem
bers of the producir.g classes of the Nation. 
They owe nothing to the present econom·c 
system, except to improve it; they owe noth
ing to any privileged caste, except to strip it 
of its privileges (pp. 19-20). 

One of the most vigor0us advocates of 
collectivism-through-the-schools during 
the past 20 years has been Dr. Theodore 
Brameld, professor of education at New 
York University. Dr. Brameld held 
that "realistically minded teachers 
might profit b-y greater acquaintance 
with Marx." Whi e disclaiming advc~acy 
of Marxism, Brameld pointed out that 
"several of his"-Marx's-"basic ~ostu
lates are likewice tho~e of a cons:i.dE..\;.1.ble 
group of progressive educators," esrr~
cially his belief "that the profit syst.\.!.L 
is the rcot of our social troubles" and his 
insistence "that collectivism has to re
place it"-"Karl Marx and the American 
Teacher," Social Frontier, November 
1935, pages 53-56. 

Brameld called attention to Marx's 
statement in a letter to his friend Kugel
mann that "the solution cannot proceed 
along pleasant lines." He eir-phasized 
the Marxian princip_e that "the opposi
t inn of the class in control of capitalist 
society is so tremendous that nothing 
short of cour..ter-opposition freque;;:tly 
bordering upon, indeed crystallizing into, 
illegality w·n suffice to def eat it." 
Brameld declared that in Marx's v·ew 
v:olence was to be avoided if pcssible; 
"but it should net be characterized cate
gorical y as immoral under all cir~um
stancen." 

Dr. Brameld believea that Marxi:;m 
"would applaud" the statement of Pro
fesn~r New on that "teachers must pre
pare to join in an organized way with 
the l "beral fcrces seeking to build a bet
ter society, with labor, farmers, pro
f e:;sionals and all others who do the 
actual productive work of the country, in 
the strugg e of the i:eo~~e agair.st special 
privilege"--Bcience and Society-A 
Marxian quarterly, fall, 1936, pages 1-17. 

And Brameld held that, C·'.Jr..s!Gtent 
with the Marxian strategy, teechers 
who w"sh to conduct their activity 
"within the school and wi''"hout in be
half of the collectivist ideal must in
:fluence their s-;;udents, subtly if neces
ary, frankly if pcssible, toward accep
tance of the same position"- Sccial 
Frontier, November 1935, pages 52-55. 

Dr. William H. Kilpatrick, charrman 
of the board of the Sociel Frcnti~r. fol-. 
owed up putlic2,t:cn of the Brameld ar·~i

cle with an emphati~ reject~on of Marx
i:::m. Bu·t L."1 t.he dicc~s!cn which erumed 
th~ cJ.a:::;:::; s,pproach to the fight f ~r co-!ec
tivism four-d v·gorcus esp~usal, even in 
one editorial L"l the Social Frontier. This 
editorial, in the February 1936 issue, 
pages 134-135, asserted: 

To us the class approach to society appeals 
as the most promising to an understanding 
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of the processes of history and the complexi
ties, conflicts, difficulties, and problems of 
life today. It appeals to us, also, as an ex
tremely useful point of departure for a 
method of bringing about those changes 
which are necessary for an equitable distri
bution of the goods of life. 

There then follows this brutally frank 
line cf argument: 

If we wanted a society dominated by 
either men or women, by Negroes or Nor
dics, by Jews, Catholics, Protestants, or athe
ists, we would approach society with a sex, 
race, or religious orientation. But we want 
a society dominated by and managed in the 
interest of those who create national and 
cultural wealth. We want a society in which 
goods will be produced for use, and not for 
the profit of owners of means of production. 
We want a society in which the wealth-cre
ating resources and instruments will be 
owned collectively, controlled democrati
cally, and managed efficiently. We want a 
society in which the fruits of economic ef
fort will be distributed in such a way as to 
liberate the masses of the people for creative 
and appreciative ·experiences in the realms 
of culture. 

In the process of creating such a society the 
needed classification-and we have indicated 
that c assification of one kind or another is 
necessary for social engineering-is the 
class:fication of "worker" and "owner." 

This classification, the edik>rial con
tends, meets the need for "an appeal 
that cuts across the maze of interests 
of the various groups" in society. "That 
appeal is the workers versus owners 
appeal." 

The ed"torial further hclds that 
"America now consists of cne se_f -con
scioas class and one cla3s tha. t is not 
yet self-consc·ous." The "self-c~nscious 
class" is represent3d by the American 
Liberty L3ague arrd t e Naticnal Asso
ciation of r~anufacturers. The work
ers, of cnurse, are the class "net yet self
conscio s." 

On the baais cf this ~remise, the edi
tor~al states it:J c::m.cei:;ticn cf the task 
of ed cation: 

In view of the absence of a c!acs men
t2.lity among the worker::;, it would be rea
scnab~e to ans m e that it is the proble:n of 
educat:on to induce such a mentality, rather 
than to take an ex:st !ng mentality and base 
a ccur;:e of action upon it. In tC.e inter
ests of a genuinely classle;:;s soc_ety the cru
cie.l c~aes dist inctions which new exist cught 
to be em phac:.Zed. 

ne~pite the extrc;me_y radicr.. dcp:;:.r
t:.i 8 f:tom th13 tr~,dit:i.ona.1 Am.zri~an c_n
cept·cn of our sac·ety ar.d of tlle roe 
cf edacatkL , advoc2.-'-es cf t:1.i:s view are 
emphat"c in their ind::itence upan it as 
~, n3cs~sary feature of t _e recon"truc
tiG~ of both scciety and t .e schc0l. This 
viaw is given fG::r~eful expresa~~m by Dr . 
.JG!:m L. C ilds, prcfensor cf ed:.i0~-'-ion 
~t 'i'eachers' Col ege, Colmnbfe.. un· -
versity : 

No matter how unaccuatomed we Ameri
ca!ls may l:e to tb.!nking and operating in 
clai:s ter;:..c, if we are empirical, we cannot 
shut out thi3 possibility on a priori grounds. 
Hei.·e, e·so, tha appeal must be to conditions, 
and not simply to what old habits of mind 
make congenial. 

The institutions and practices of our his
t:::iric American econom c individualism are 
in irreconcilab!e conflict with the patterns 
of life implicit in the present interdepend
ent industrial economy. • • • The col
lective, scientific planning and utilization 
of resources, material and human, in the 

interest of the whole community • • • 
is incompatible with the continuance of the 
historic profit system. • • • 

If affairs are studied in relation to vital 
national trends the "class" concept seems to 
many to be less doctrinaire than the "class
less" dcctrine. So also from an empirical 
point of view does the notion of a deep
ening conflict of interests between owners 
and workers correspond more closely to the 
actual situation than does the view that all 
will collaborate in the transformation of 
our economic system. (Can Teachers Stay 
Out of the Class Struggle? ,Social Frontier, 
April 1936, pp. 219-222.) 

Dr. Childs further contends that "the 
educator who now seeks to compromise 
or reconcile" this difference between the 
owner-worker classes "is not using his 
energies to good advantage." Childs is 
convinced that "we shall not make the 
transition to an effectual, planning so
ciety by the collaboration of' all groups" 
and that "educators can play an impor
tant role" in the reconstruction of so .. 
ciety only as they accept this premise. 

Therefore, he concludes: 
Educators, aware of what is now involved, 

and content to be guided by probabilities, in 
the absence of demonstrated certainty, 
should not find it difficult to decide where 
they belong in this deepening struggle of 
classes. 

This view provokej viclent dissent 
even among so-called liberal educators. 
In response to tilis criticism, Dr. Chads 
agreed that "the exper imentalist educa
tor w· 1 not encourage the preaching of 
violence and c_ass hatred," because "his 
experience teache::; h lm that when pas
sions cf th's snrt are aroused, it is gen
era.ly chez.:ce operating as brute fcrce 
2.:Gd not intellige .ce which deoides the 
icsue." o· .ch tecticn, he warned, "might 
as:> lead to a sweeping raaction which 
cnuld ea;:;i y rez<:t in some form of Fas
cis~ control." 

B:,i.t Dr. Childs ctill insisted that "the 
only adequate social point cf view for 
education is one which includes as an 
essential part the conception of the class 
struggle." And he warned that the ex
perimentalist ed cator "will recognize 
thz.t democracy involves the r ight of a 
majority to m9.ke its will prevail even if 
the power of g,werr.ment and law must 
be utilized to c0erce re ucta,nt minorities 
entrenched in outmoded instit:it·onal 
arrangenents. Po!itical democracy is 
not to be oppcsed to engaging in gToup 
and class s ... ruggles"-The Social Fron
tier, Ju!:.e 1Z36, pages 27~-278. 

It rema:i.nzd for Dr. B~y H. B0de to 
redu~e to man<n-~lw-street terms the 
imp:;rt or what tLe ~dvo~a.tes cf clz.ss 
war in the clacs:::;:n were propcs~:ig. 
Ee wa.rred that h~wever c ev-er~y or 
ca:refu ly the proi:csa s might be wcrded, 
the fine ph:ra::>ealcgy "must not be per
mitted t3 obscure t l e fact that thin pro
Pos8d s~heme of edu~ation is deliber 
ate'y a imed at fostering a disposition 
which w•· make the pupil into e:rant and 
's::re' with r~::;~ect to t _e contrast be
twe:m emplcyers and worrkern"---'-he 
Social FTont·er, November 1938, pages 
38-40. 

VIII. "FOLKS AREN'T GOING TO LIKE THIS" 

From the very outset advocates of the 
promotion of a collectivist society 
through the public schools recognized 

the inevitability of powerful opposition 
to their program and its objectives. The 
leaders of the movement were too in
telligent, too realistic, and too discerning 
not to do so. 

The emphasis which they placed upon 
this anticipated opposition, ::-,nd the pains 
to which they went to devise and recom
mend a strategy for overcoming that 
cppos·tion, is itEelf a significant indica
tion of the revolutionary character of 
their basic :µrogram. 

Realization of the inevitability · of this 
opposition explains Dr. Counts• · state
ment, in his monograph, Dare the School 
Build a New Social Order? 

We know full well that, if the school 
should endeavor vigorously and consistently 
to win its pupils to the support of a given 
social program, unless it were supported by 
other agencies, it could act only as a mild 
counterpoise to restrain and challenge the 
might of less enlightened and more selfish 
purposes (p. 24). 

It was the same realization of this in
evitable oppos-~tion which prompted Dr. 
Counts' startling in]unction to teachers 
"deliberately"-tc-"reach f r power and 
then make the most of their conquest" -
page 30. In this same vein, Dr. Counts 
warned that-

The power that teachers exercise in the 
schools can be no greater than the power 
they wield in society. 

For this reason teachers "must be pre
pared to stand on their own feet and 
win for their ideas the support of the 
masses of the people"-pages 30-31. 

The prob-em pcsed by the certainty of 
powerful opposition is stated even more 
clearly in t!le "Ca!l to the Teachers of the 
Nation": 

Thus we are brought face to face with 
the paradox: The school muat participate in 
the task of social reconatruction, yet until 
society ia a rready transformed the school can 
scarcely hope to f';nction effectively (p. 23). 

The reason for this paradox is ob
vious. As the "Call" warned, efforts at 
social reconstruction through the schools 
are certain to be confronted by "the ig
norance of the masses and the malev
olence of the privileged." 

No cnz saw more clear~y the cel'tainty 
of this opposition and t:_e threat which 
it involved than Prof. Harold Laski. In 
describing the Conclusions and Recom
mendations of the American Historical 
Association commission as "an educa
tional program for a Socialist America," 
Laski oflered a powerful warning against 
the practical obstacles in the pathway 
of su~h a program-a program which, 
of course, he heartily endorsed. He said, 
with respe~t to this educational pro
gram: 

It iG a direct criticism of the ideals that 
have shaped capitalist America; the ideals, 
also, that American capitalists still stoutly 
hold. To them it says in effect: We want 
you ta agre3 to the trial of e::iucational prac
tices built upon the assm:1i:tion that you 
and all that you are stand in contradiction 
to the needs of America. Our spi.rit is a 
denial of your spirit . Where you deny, we 
affirm; where you affirm, wa deny. What 
you think are t e safeguards of America 
are the things we believe will work disaster 
for it. We ask you to allow the schools to 
be used for the destruction of those safe
guards. 
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Continuing this interpretation of what 

the proposed program involves, Mr. 
Laski pointed out that it says, in effect, 
to the leaders and exponents of the 
present American way: 

We want to fill them (the schools) with 
teachers who will analyze critically all the 
things for which you stand. We want to 
create in the schools a new generation which 
will realize that your ideals, your purposes, 
your methods, are both dangerous and obso
lete. We believe that it is to the interest 
of America-even, on a long view, to your 
interest-to help us to realize our program. 
Can not we rely, in this crisis of America's 
destiny, upon your willing support for this 
adventure? 

And, Laski concludes: 
Virtually • • the report (of the 

commission) asks the present owning class 
in America to cooperate in facilitating its 
own erosion. I know of no historic experi
ence that makes that demand likely of ful
fillment. • • • The report, I believe, un
derestimates the passion with which men 
cling to the religion of ownership; and its 
impact upon the votaries of that faith would, 
if they read it, lead less to conviction that 
conversion was desirable than to the angry 
perception that the Uberarteacher ls an even 

· more dangerous heretic than they have hith
erto been accustomed to affirm. (New Re
public, July 29, 1936, pp. 342-345.) 

John L. Tildsley, associate superin
tendent of the New York City schools, 
and a sharp critic of the Counts' pro
gram, envisioned opposition on an even 
broader scale : 

Does Dr. Counts really believe that when 
he has won over the teachers to his revolu
tionary program, the parents, most of whom 
are opposed to the program, w111 continue 
to support teachers who (against the wishes 
of the parents) are making converts of their 
children for an industrial system that never 
has been operated successfully anywhere? 
(Social Frontier IV: 319-322.) 

The same objections were anticipated 
by President Willard W. Beatty of the 
Progressive Education Association, writ
ing in 1933: 

We must recognize the fact that schools 
cannot offer their children instruction in 
political or economic doctrines which diller 
materially from those understood or accepted 
by the adult community. (Progressive Edu
cation, October 1933, p. 304.) 

We will have occasion, presently, to 
note Beat.ty's formula for overcoming 
this obstacle. 

In its final paragraph, the "Call to the 
Teachers of the Nation" stated the prob
lem with breath-taking candor: 

In conclusion, an obvious truth must be 
emphasized. The ipdividual teacher cannot 
fight the battles of the profession alone. To 
advise him to do so, would be the counsel 
of madness. Working in isolation he can
not convert the school into an effective in
strument of social reconstruction. If, un
supported by his colleagues, he should at
tempt any considerable part of the program 
outlined in these pages, almost inevitably 
his days as a teacher would be speedily num
bered. He would fan . before the onslaught 
of some body of witch hunters or some 
selfish interest (p. 26). 

The problem is clearly enough defined. 
Its recognition by the advocates of social 
reconst ruction through the schools is 
sufficiently established by these cita
tions. I proceed to the various proposals 
for meeting this acknowledged hazard. 

IX. STEPS TO POWER 

However vague the leaders of the cam
paign for collectivism through the 
schools may be about some of the details 
of the new social order they are pro
moting, there is no corresponding vague
ness about the measures they regard 
as necessary to equip and prepare the 
profession, and particularly its progres
sive element, for the coming struggle. 
There is no lack of imaginative and 
ambitious bolcness in planning prepara
tions for both offensive and defensive 
warfare. 

The preparations envisioned include 
such mundane matters as professional 
tenure for teachers--job security, in 
other words--accumulation of necessary 
:financial resources for the war chest, 
and even anticipation of need for legal 
aids. They include insistence by the 
teaching profession upon academic 
freedom, professional status, public def
erence t:> "trained judgment" of the edu
cators, anci, as a corollary, a minimum 
of "interference" by the lay public. 
There is recognition, too, of the need for 
"more libe~al school boards"-since these 
agencies remain an unavoidable evil. 

The proposed preparations also in
clude strengthening of professional or
ganizations and "solidarity," unioniza
tion of teachers, enlistment of the sup
port of other social groups and organiza
tions of kindred "liberal" spirit and aims, 
and even utilization of the "class ap
proach" as a "resource" i!l the campaign. 
In a few instances the promoters of this 
campaign do not scruple to justify resort 
to deception and slyness. 

Finally, and most ambitious of all, is 
the call for an all-out effort of adult 
education in behalf of the social recon
struction program-held to be necessary 
to provide a favorable climate of public 
opinion, at least among the "thinking 
minority," and to assure the ultimate 
success of the immense undertaking of 
building a collectivist society. 

It is hard to spot a detail in the prepa
rations that these educational-reform 
strategists overlooked. 

The "Call to the Teachers of the Na
tion" lists many of the essential steps 
which teachers must take to fortify 
themselves for the struggle: It warns 
that "any program of education de
signed for the coming generation, if it is 
to be successful, must march hand in 
hand and be closely coordinated with a 
program of adult and . pa~ent education." 

Furthermore, it asserts the prof es
sion's "members must prepare to 
struggle cooperatively and valiantly for 
their rights and ideals. They must :fight 
for tenure, for adequate compensation, 
for a voice in the formulation of educa
tional policies; they must uphold the an
cient doctrine of academic freedom and 
maintain all of their rights as human 
beings and American citizens"-pages 
24-25. 

Let me interject, at this point, that 
no right-thinking person would deny the 
public-school teacher any of his rights 
either as a human being or as an Ameri
can citizen. The "Call" continues: 

Also they must insist on the publ1c recog
nition of their professional competence in 
the field of education; they must oppose 

every effort on the part of publishing houses, 
business interests, privileged classes, and pa
triotic societies to prescribe the content of 
the curriculum. • • • 

• • The progressive-minded teachers 
of the country must unite in a powerful or
ganization, militantly devoted to t he build
ing of a better social order and to the fulfill
ment, under the condit ions of in dust rial 
civilization, of the democratic aspirations of 
the American people. In the defense of it s 
members against the ignorance of the masses 
and the malevolence of the privileged, such 
an organization would have to be equipped 
with the material resources, the legal t alent, 
and the trained intelligence necessary to 
wage successful warfare in the press, the 
courts, and the legislative chambers of the 
Nation (p. 26). 

The Conclusions and Recommenda
tions of the American Historical Associa
tion commission stressed the need for the 
public to defer to the profession: 

If the school ls to discharge the highly 
conservative function of relieving tensions in 
American society and of bringing thought 
and reason to bear on social adjustment, 
then reliance must be placed on the trained 
judgment of those to whom the actual con
duct· of public education is entrusted 
(p. 125). 

This commission also emphasized 
that: 

If the teacher is • • to free the. 
sd.iool from domination of special interests 
• • • there must be a redistribution of 
power in the conduct of education. • • • 
The boards of education will have to be 
made more representative (p. 128). 

This same preoccupation with the 
make-up of boards of education is re
vealell, with a note of pessimism, in a 
review of Dr. Counts' book, "The Schools 
Can Teach Democracy," by Dr. Harold C. 
Hand, associate professor of education 
at Stanford University: 

Given the present class-composition of 
virtually all of our boards. of education, and 
the administrator-dominated type of teach
ers' ore;anization to · hich the vast majority 
of the aftlliated teachers now belong, what 
hope that such a aplendid program of demo
cratic education could be translated into 
actual practice in the classroom? (Fron
tiers of Democracy, October 1939, p. 24.) 

In a similarly pessimistic veiri, John 
Lloyd Snell, writing on "Social Attitudes 
of California School Board Members"
February 1940, Frontiers of Democracy, 
pages 141-142-offered this conclusion: 

In general, the preponderance of evidence 
afforded l?Y the investigation shows that 
high-school bogrd members in the State of 
California, judged by their a.ftlliatlons with 
organizations, are allied with the more con
servative elements in our society and, in 
general, share their attitudes. It seems log
ical to assume that this conservative atti
tude is now operating and will continue to 
operate to modify and limit the possible 
directions that education may take in the 
State. Few of the many needed departures 
from the t ::aditional secondary school cur
riculum may be expected to emanate from 
high-school boards as set up at present in 
Californ!a. 

One of the most recent restatements of 
the necessity of stronger teacher organ
ization to protect members of the pro
fession in their self-appointed task of 
social reconstruction was made by Ken
neth D. Benne, in his presidential address 
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before the American Education Fellow
ship-Progressive Education Associa
tion-in 1951: 

Both preservice education of teachers and 
in-service education, through conferences, 
institutes, study groups, and school experi
mentation, must help teachers • • • to 
become actors as well as students in the 
struggle to determine the shape of the fu
ture • * * whether progressive or static, 
reactionary and dead. 

One other lesson teacherc; must learn. This 
is the lesson of organized professional re
sponsibility and solidarity to protect schools 
and teachers in the responsible, daring and 
open study, discussion and experimentation 
which the teaching task requires; to enlist 
the aid and support of other forces and 
groups who, like progressive teachers, are 
devoted to a democratic future for America 
and the world in protecting the transforma
tion of the schools, to oppose forces and 
gl'Oups which would make of schools the pas
sive and impotent hawkers of harmless, ir
relevant, and outworn knowledge and values, 
the agents of social reaction.- (Progressi-ve 
Education, April 1951, p. 196.) 

A similar emphasis on "professional 
solidarity" is provided by the counsei of 
Superintendent Virgil M: E.ogers of ·Bat
tle Creek, Mich., in an address at the 
July 1951 NEA meeting in San Francisco. 
Dr. Rogers urged: 

Teachers must close ranks professionally, 
remove the schisms, and solidly unite profes
sionally in every community and throughout 
the Nation. 

A statement prepared by the NEA 
Committee on Tenure and Academic 
Freedom rightfully asserts that "pupils 
need protection from the possible bias of 
t eachers on certain issues" and that 
"community groups have the r ight to as
sume that they may justly protest, if 
convinced that both sides of an issue are 
not being fairly presented." At the 
same time, however, it cites as an exam
ple of "whims of unduly sensitive indi
viduals er groups" criticism of a text
book which charged that "The typical 
newspaper is far from being impartial. 
Editorials that might offend big adver
tisers are not approved." And the state
ment insists that there is "need for pro
fessional solidarity in protesting n.11 
forms of censorship, suppression, and at
tacks on education" and "need for or
ganized action from state and national 
arms of the profession for the preserva
tion of our fundamental freedoms"
NEA Journal, May 1951, pages 321-322. 

The call for professional solidarity 
takes many forms. Thus, Dr. Theodore 
Erameld, in his discussion of possible 
c -.: P..tributicns of Marxism to the profes
sicn, said: 

P articularly would he (Karl Marx) be 
pleased to see that at least a few teachers 
have already gone so far as to unionize 
t h emselves as a class, conscious of interests . 
fundamentally separate from most school 
boards or from others sympathetic with the 
status quo. (Social Frontier, November 1935, 
pp. 53-56.) 

Aga·n, in Science and Society-A 
Marxian Quarterly-fall 1936, pages 1-
17-Brameld wrote: 

Marxism would applaud • • the 
statement of Professor Newlon in the Social 
Frontier, "Teachers, if they are really op
posed to suppression that is fascism, must 
prepare to join in an organized way wit h 
the liberal forces seeking to build a better 

society, with labor, farmers, professionals, 
and all others who do the actual productive 
work of the country, in the struggle of the 
people against special privilege." 

That the purpose of such organization 
is not merely that of collective bargain
ing with respect to tenure, salaries, etc., 
is made clear by Dr. John Dewey-So
cial Frontier, April 1935, pages 11-12: 

An open alliance of teachers with workers 
would greatly strengthen the educational as 
well as the economic position of the teaching 
body. 

Organization among teachers is impera
tively needed to stem the rising tide of bru
tal reaction and intimidation. But so many 
teachers are timid because of "hostages to 
fortune" that it is foolish to suppose that 
this organization will be adequate unless it 
is supported by wider and deeper organiza
tion with others who have a common inter
est in the reconstruction of the present 
regime of production for personal gain and 
personal power. • • • 
- What can be done? The dire.ct answer 
is: join locals of the American Federation 
of Teachers where they exist; help form them 
where they do not exist. * * * I would heart
ily second the motion of Heywood Broun 
for an alliance of teachers with the News
paper Guild. Actors and writers are or
ganized or beginning to organize. Ministers 
in- the churches, while not yet widely or
ganized for other than purely professional 
purposes, have spoken, through their various 
organizations, more and more openly about 
the injust!ces of the present order. 

What is needed is an aggressive alliance 
of these various groups. Divided, we may 
fall. United, we shall stand, and in standing 
shall do our special work. 

It is significant that some educators 
flatly rejected this counsel. Thus, Dr. 
H. Gordon Hullfish, prof es~ r cf educa
tion at Ohio State University, writing 
under the title, "Why· I Am Resigning 
From the Teachers' Union," said: 

I see no justification for throwing the al
legiance of the school at either extreme (left 
or right), thus placing greater pressure upon 
the school than already exists, and this at a 
time when so many factions in our society 
are giving evidence of a measure of social 
motivation. (The Social Frontier, J anuary 
1937, pp. 110- 112.) 

In a similar vein, Pearl A. Wanamaker, 
State superintendent of public instruc
tion of the State of Washington, said in 
an address before the NEA representa
tive assembly, July 7, 1947: 

The best interests of public education are 
not served by affiliation of the teaching pro
fession with labor. * * * 

Teachers, like physicians and lawyers, work 
in a specialized field with no more relation 
to one than another area outside that 
field. * * • Why, then, should members of 
our profession single out for a special kind 
of cooperation a part of our population de
voted to a special economic viewpoint? 

All professions must cooperate with each 
other and with nonprofessional organizations 
in joint projects devoted to the Nation's wel
fare. That is the democratic way. • · * * 

The NEA stands firm in its objection to 
organized affiliation of the profession, as a 
body, with any part of the national life that 
entertains an exclusive economic, religious, 
or political point of view. (NEA Journal, 
Sept. 1947, p. 434.) 

In line with the call for professional 
organization and solidarity here being 
documented, Dr. Norman Woelfel urged 
"a united front of radically inclined edu
cators"-Progressive Education, Janu-

ary-February 1934, pages 107-112. He 
urged that educators "form their defen
sive lines under the banner of basic con
victions, ally themselves with all other 
social groups of similar orientat~on 
among the people, and fight heroically 
against whatever forces elect to lay down 
the gage of battle." 

Dr. John L. Childs, exponent of the 
class approach in the effort to achieve a 
collectivist society, insisted that "the 
present conflict of classes presents not 
only a problem, it also presents a re
source"-Social Frontier, June 1936, 
pages 274-278. 

The educators' "struggle for academic 
freedom and adequate support for the 
public school" is, in Dr. Childs' judg
ment, "related ~o the deepening conflict 
of class interests in American society." 
This is obviously so, he believes, because 
the educators' "experience indicates that 
not all classes in the econcmic life of the 
United States are s~ situated objectively 
that they will be inc_ined to favor this 
fundamental social reconstruction." In
deed, Dr. Childs adds, "a small, but eco
nomically and politically powerful, class 
of owners is already taking active meas- . 
ures to forestall it." 

Conversely, "honest appraisal of con
ditions convinces him"-the experimen
talist educator-"that certain elements 
of the population are much more likely 
to respond to this program of socializa
tion than are others. If, as this move
ment of workers-farm, factcry, office. 
and professional-gathers momentum, 
he finds that class cleavages in Ameri
can life grow sharper, he will not there
by be deterred from continuing his work 
of political and economic organization." 

In Dr. Childs' view, far from being de
terred, the teachers should welcome al
lies in the conflict: 

To entertain this end of drastic social re
corn:truction but to be unwilling to coop
erate in developing th3 means necessary to 
act.ieve it is to be guilty of a most nonex:
perimental mode of b ehavior. 

• * • In my opinicn, the chance for a. 
peaceful, orderly transformation of our econ
omy will be increased, not lessened·, by an 
cpen alliance of professional groups, includ
ing educators, with the working class (ibid, 
pp. 274-8). 

In an earlier article, Dr. Childs ex
pressed the belief that-

If the schools are to be kept free to per
form their important intellectual function 
during this period (of transition to an ef
fectual planning society, they will need the 
support of those groups whose intere::;ts will 
be advanced by the change from capitaliem. 
(The Social Frontier, April 1936, ~p. 219-2~2.) 

One of the most remarkable state
m ents with respect to the potential power 
of the tea!!hing profession and th.e stra
tegic employment of that power is con
tained in an editorial bearing the sta
t· stical title-"1,105,921"-pubEshed in 
the January 1935 Social Fronti.er, pages 
5-6. The title represero.ts the number 
of pernons teaching in the schools and 
colleges · cf t:h.e Nation in 1930 as dis
closed by t:t.e Fiftieth Federal Census. 
The fact ihat one out of every 45 persons 
gainfully employed was engaged in 
teaching was described in the editorial 
as "a fact of far-reaching social signifi
cance-a fact whose meaning has been 
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fully grasped neither by society at large 
nor by the teaching profession." 

Elaborating on this significance, the 
editorial emphasizes the role of teachers 
as professional specialists: 

The responsibility of educational workers 
for shaping the program of the school has 
become perpetual and inescapable. They 
could not be mere instruments if they tried. 
This is due chiefly to the fact that in the 
course of the past several generations organ
ized education has developed to a point where 
it requires in its conduct an enormous and 
ever-growing body of professional knowledge 
and experience. In large part, therefore, the 
actual administration of the school must be 
left to those who are technically compe
tent-the teachers of the country. The only 
alternative is chaos and cultural regression. 

The next sentence is extremely sig
nificant, and it raises the question as to 
the extent to which the wish is father to 
the thought: 

In the very nature of the case no clear 
mandate covering the details or even the 
major outlines of an educational program 
can be given by society to educational 
workers. 

Elaborating this view, the editorial 
continues: 

Differentiation of function and delegation -
of responsibility are of the essence of indus
trial civilization. Increasingly, it would 
seem. if this civilization is to perdure and 
develop, the discharge of a particular func
tion will have to be entrusted to the appro
priate special group. The inherited concep
tion of Government as a police or regulative 
agent, external to the economic and social 
process, is already breaking down under the 
impact of new forces. In the state now 
emerging organized education must take its 
place alongside the other great coordinate 
functions of industrial society and become 
an integral part of government. 

The conception of organized education 
as "an integral part of government" 
when combined with the proposition -:;hat 
"no clear mandate covering even the 
major outlines of an educational pro
gram can be given by society to educa
tional workers," seems to me to add up 
to an amazing totalitarian, free-from
accountability - to - r.nyone - but -them
selves role for members of the teaching 
~rofession. It is a demand for carte 
blanche for the profession-'-the ultimate 
in a "hands-off" notice to the "educa
tionally incompetent" lay public includ
ing, presumably, elected members of 
boards of education. Successful estab
lishment of such a role for the teaching 
profession obviously would solve most of 
the practical difficulties of achieving the 
envisioned collectivist society through 
the cl9,ssroom, provided the advocates 
of that goal could, in turn, capture con
trol of the teaching profession. 

The editorial goes on to deplore the 
"tragedy that the teachers of the Na
tion, as a body, are unprepared, in either 
knowledge, disposition, or organization, 
to discharge intelligently and effectually 
the responsibilities which events have 
plai!ed on their shoulders." And it adds 
that "to those who say that the profes
sion dare not show independence in the 
formulation of either educational or so
cial policies, it should be pointed out 
that the potential power of teachers in 
terms of today and tomorrow has never 
been put to the test." 

By way of elaborating on this "poten
tial power,'' the editorial points out that 
on the basis "of simple numerical 
strength alone" the members of the 
teaching profession, "if organized and 
conscious of their strength, could wield 
enormous power." The editorial con
tinues: 

With the enfranchisement of women the 
teachers of the country have become a po
tential political force to be reckoned with. 
They have the power to throw the fear of 
God and of unemployment into the hearts 
of many a machine politician. The Social 
Frontier is of the opinion that the judicious 
and courageous use of this power in advanc
ing the interests of education and protect
ing the civic and professional rights of 
teachers ls a responsibility which they can 
no longer escape. 

A further factor of "potential power"
one of utmost importance-is cited by 
the editorial : 

The strength of the teachers • • • is 
by no means to be gauged by statistics. 
Their strength is strategic and functional as 
well as numerical. They spread over the 
count!'y in a fine network which embraces 
every hamlet and rural community. And the 
function which they perform brings them 
into close and sympathetic relations with 
the rank and file of the people of the Na
tion. No occupational group in society is 
equally favorably situated. 

As still another "source of strength" of 
the profession, the editorial cites the 
fact that membership of the profession 
as a whole "compasses all fields of knowl
edge and thought and is thus peculiarly 
armed to do battle in the conte:nporary 
world." 

The editorial concludes: 
Clearly, if they but utilized the resources 

within their grasp, teachers could become 
one of the major forces in American life. 
Particularly might they aspire to such a 
position, if they should choose to identify 
then1selves with the masses of the people and 
refuse longer to make obeisance to the 
badges of wealth and rank. All they lack 
is organization, vision, and courage. Per
haps these things will come. 

In conjunction with this emphasis on 
the "potential power" of the teaching 
profession, I call attention to a proposal 
to give the publi~ schools a total monop
oly on the primary and secondary educa
tion of American youth. I sincerely trust 
that there is no extensive disposition in 
the circles of professional education to 
revive and promote this particular, in
iquitous proposal. But it cannot pass 
unmentioned. 

In the April 1943 Frontiers of Democ
racy, pages 215-216, an anonymous arti
cle was published in the magazine's 
"What Do You Believe?" section, entitled 
"Shall We Revive the Oregon School 
Law?" 

The article recalls that some 20 years 
earlier Oregon had enacted, by refer
endum, a law establishing the public 
school as the only available school for all 
its children between the ages of 8 and 
16. The article points out that this 
law was ruled invalid by the courts, but 
ventures the belief that "with the new 
attitude on the United States Supreme 
Bench there is no certainty that the 
decision would now be against the law." 

The article proposes a Nation-wide 
Oregon law, which would, of course, ban 

private or parochial schools for this age 
group. As arguments for creation of 
such an educational monopoly, the 
article charges that the private-secu
lar-school "exists primarily to shelter 
the privileged from the common-run" 
and that "such segregation in the de
gree present tends to hinder the mutual 
give-and-take of conference and opinion 
necessary to the successful operation of a 
democracy.'' 

So far as the parochial school is con
cerned, the article contends that it 
"exists primarily to segregate its school 
population from assimilative interaction 
with the rest of the peop e. Insofar as 
the parochial school succeeds, it builds a 
mind different from the common Ameri
can mind." The article adds: 

A democracy depends for its . success on 
discussion, on honest shared search to find 
out what to think and do. The method of 
certain parochial schools is dogmatic au
thority, not shared inquiry; their students, 
therefore, do not learn how to discuss and 
inquire and even worse, they acquire such 
cloeed minds, such fixed and absolute ideas, 
that in too large measure they are unable 
to participate profitably in discussion. The 
democratic process is closed to them. 

This amounts to a claim by one edu
cational group of the right to define the 
democratic process, and to imoose its 
concept of that process upon other 
groups by law, regardless of cont rary 
educational, political, or religious views. 
Triumph of such a proposal as a Nation
wide Oregon law would, of course, create 
an educational monopoly. Presumably it 
would remove important obstacles to the 
program of rncial reconstruction 
through the classroom. Fortunately 
there are no grounds for anticipating 
any extensive public support for such a 
move. 

One other device proposed for off
setting or circumventing public opposi
t ion to collectivism via the classroom 
must he mentioned. I am certain that 
advocacy of this technique is the rare 
exception. I refer to the method of sly
ness or outright deception. 

This, of course, is what Dr. Brameld 
was talking about in his discussion of 
"Karl Marx and the American Teacher" 
when he said that teachers favorable to 
the collectivist philos9phy and program 
"must then influence their students, 
subtly if necessary, frankly if possible, 
toward acceptance of the same posi
tion"-Social Frontier, November 1935, 
pages 53-55. 

This is also the same method referred 
to in the instructions to teachers pub
lished in the May 1937 issue of "The Com
munist"-cited, with vigorous condem
nation, by V. T. Thayer, education direc
tor of the Ethical Culture Schools, in his 
book, American Education Under Fire, 
1944: 

• The party must take careful steps to see 
that all teacher comrades are given thorough 
education in the teaching of Marxism-Lenin
ism. Only when teachers have really mas
tered Marxism-Leninism will they be able 
skillfully to inject it into their teaching at 
the least risk of exposure. 

In view of the fundamental integrity 
of the overwhelming majority of Ameri
can educators, it is shocking to find the 



2720 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE March 21 

Progressive Education magazine as re
cently as February 1951 carrying an 
article advocating outright deceit-ap
parently without any editarial repudia
tion of the suggestion. I quote from an 
article, "Gu&rding the Freerlom To 
Teach," by A. Max Carmichael, professor 
of education at Ball State Teachers Col
lege, Muncie, Ind. : 

I su~pose there are cases where teachers 
live under a constant threat. • • • Our 
teacher will have to choose whether • • • 
to try to live up to the principles which 
he morally can accept, and risk being dis
charged, or whether * * • to temporize 
with the situation, abiding actually or os
tens'..bly by the dec.sion of those in control, 
but here and there, perhaps, secretively fail
ing to abide by the injunction and not stat
ing his position too openly in the wrong 
places. Some teacl!ers can find moral justi
fication for that latter procedure under these 
circumstances. It seems to me that the in
div" dual teacher wi 1 have to make up his 
mind in terns of the alternat·ves before 
h im, to wit, how well h e can nake an ad
justment if d ischarged, how likely he is to 
get caught, etc. It seems a shame to have 
to talk in these terms, but one must meet 
opposition that is without m oral princip e 
in ways that imp em:mt one's long-time goals 
ra:her than the more immediate one;:;. Ul
t iraately, force r.'.lay often best be met with 
force and with its accom:i::anying decett. Let 
me here a:ld that so long a:; no thr0at of 
discherge exists, I see no reason for a:::iy e ther 
behavior t 11.an that of ce.ndid d iscussion. 
E ven in the case of threat, there is little 
need for innuendoes, name calling, se.rca:::m, 
even though there may be occasion for de
ceit (p. 110) . 

This is appalling counsel, espedally 
from a profensed teacher of tea,chers. 
Even more appalling is the apparent fail
ure of the progressive education leader
ship to repudiate such counsel and its 
author. 

By comparison with this vicious coun
sel, the final proposal for overcom
ing public opposition to collectivism
through-the-classroom which I shall 
document at least has the virtue of 
forthrightness and integrity. 

Many advocates of the reconstruction 
of the social order via the schoolhouse 
also call for a corollary campaign for 
collectivism through adult educat~on. 

The practicalities which dictate this 
proposal are obvious, and were well 
stated by President Willard W. Beatty, 
of the Progressive Education Associa
tion. After pointing out that "schools 
cannot offer their children instruction 
in political and economic doctrines which 
differ materially from those understood 
and accepted by the adult community," 
he wrote: 

A double burden therefore rests upon the 
educator who would contribute materially to 
social planning. He must be prepared to 
undertake not only the instruction of chil
dren for their share in a new order, but also 
leadership and guidance of the adult com
munity in its groping for individual a.pd 
social security in this rapidly changing 
world. (Progressive Education, October 
1933, p. 304.) 

Prof. Harold Rugg, who for 20 years 
has been the most zealous advocate of 
such a program of adult education, ex
pressed the "need" in terms of the crea
t ion of "an informed climate of opinion 
by a dramatic Nat~on-wide campaign for 

social reconstruction." He insisted that 
"this step is a necessary preliminary to 
the rebuilding of the social-science pro
gram of the elementary and secondary 
schools," since "these, too, are molded 
by the do:ninant climate of opinion in 
t he ccmmunity"-Progres:;ive Education, 
J anuary-February 1934, pages 3-5. 

Ear_ier, in The Great Technology, 
1933, Dr. Rugg insisted that "the remak
ing of minority opinicn in American life 
is fundamental to the reconstru~tion of 
public opinion," page 2v3. It is curious 
that tr...is exponent of democracy con
stantly talked in terms of a "thinking 
minority," which he usually ent!mated in 
terms of some 25,000,003 people. 

Dr. Rugg's advocacy cf such a program 
of adult education reached a climax un
equalled befcire or since, w :ien, in 1942, 
he addressed open letters t~ President 
Roosevelt, United States C:>mmissioner 
of Education John St:idebaker, and to 
public-school s:iperintendents of the 
Nat·on, under the reso:ur.:ding t itle, "The 
Battle fer Consent: GBr:tleme?:l, This Is 
Our Moment-If." 

n called for an all-out, h:.gh pressure, 
Gnve:rnment-:::ponsored, financed, and 
d~rccted campaign of adult and youth 
education designed to "rcdire~t social 
t ··end," to wage a "war-at-l'!Gme over a 
free, abundant, and creative worid," to 
promote wn:-ld rehabilitation and "fu11-
employment at abundance level." The 
soc~.al prcgre,r:.1 thus to be promoted in
c·uded economic pl:;mnir:.g by Govern
ment, "interjection of soclal capital into 
the system" by Governmer-t "if private 
initiative dces not act promptly to main
fain full em!.)loyment," and the proposi
t~on that "with our giant res:mrces we 
need not fear the national debt." 

In his letter to the President, Dr. Rugg 
said that educators who have reached 
"much the same conclusions and affirma
t ions, more than all e ce crave a chance 
to teach these great ideas t~ their high 
school youths and to the prnspective 
teachers in the calleges of educati n. 
They want to write them into the new 
textbooks that will be made tn herald the 
new day"-Frontiers of Deu1ocracy, D~
cember 1942, pages 75-81. 

He said that "to do that would be a 
thrilling experience" ar:d added: 

I know, for I tried to do :t during the great 
depression in my Man and His C :i.an::;~nJ So
ciety-a series of books which was studied 
by some 5,000,000 young Americans until the 
patrioteers and the native Fascist press well
nigh destroyed it betwean 1939 and 1941. 

Dr. Rugg called for creation of an of
fice of educatic n for peace, with "un
limited resourcP.s," with "a budget run
ning into billions if ne~e::;sa.ry, to reach 
ten, twenty, thirty mil ion Americans 
day after day, week af"~er wezl~. without 
let-up." 

In his letter to Dr. Studebaker he 
called for "an al -out campaign over
every trunk ine of c~mmur:ication in 
this country, a Nation-wide ta:rrage of 
ideas and attitudes that will reach ev:cry 
city, town, and ham et-a barrage day 
after day, month after month, not le~ting 
up for years to come.,, 

To carry out this program, "the Gov
ernment must get access to national 
radio and movie newsreel chains, to the 

movie houses, to syndicate space in the 
newspapers, to 200,000 secondary and 
collega teachers and their classrooms and 
their curricula." 

More '·han that, "the Government 
must be ready to print and sell at a 
nickel or a dime h undreds of pamphlets 
and bulletins in 10,000,000 lots." Fur
ther outlining his program, he wrote: 

This campaign requires a pamphlet-bulle
tin-article-book-writing program that would 
dwarf anything that has ever been dreamed 
of in this or any other c::mntry. The Na
tion's finest novelists, poets, essayists, col
umnists, and other publicists, drafted to 
write. Drafted, I say. The Nation's scholars 
in the social sciences-economics, p olitics, 
government, history and sociology, sccial 
psychology and public opinion--drafted to 
organize topic;:;, to outline material, to col
laborate with the professional writers in 
preparing books, pamphlets, bulletins, ar
tic es printed by Government printing 
presses and syn:! cated at cost throughout 
the country. 

He innisted that "the time is short" be
cause with the end of the war "the in
cipient fasci~m that is latent in most of 
our communities today could quickly and 
virulently infect the social b1ocd stream 
of our country; it could utterly stra:;.:gle 
our treasured democratic process and 
turn your teachers and youth into fear
some parrots of an authoritarian re
g:me." In a later article-F· on tiers of 
Dzmc~ra.cy, Jax:uary 1943, pages 101-
lOS-he again warr..ed: 

There may not be time enough • 
to si ence the isole.ti.cnmt, exp oitive, back
to-normalcy, d ie-hard right and t!:?.eir vicious 
precs. 

Thi3 fantastic, grandiose pr~i:osal was 
snubbed by President Roosevelt. C3m
missioner Studebaker aptly pninted out 
that "political democracy in the United 
States requires th~t orderly mea.ns of as- · 
c3rtain·ng the collective judgment and 
will of the penple be set:ured through the 
:raechaniGm of political parties, p~litical 
campaigns, and free elections."-F:ron
t iers of Democracy, March 1243, pages 
172-175. Reluctar..~ly, Dr. Rugg there
af'·er w:r~te: 

I am unhappy to repJ:rt that the hoped-for 
attack frcm Washington has not be:m forth
coming. * • • I very much fear that as 
in the pant we s- all be driven back upon 
private initie.tive to t ake the lead. (Frontiers 
of Demccra~y. Me.y 1943, pp. 246-254). 

And he koued a significant sun'lm. ns 
to colk~giss of e::ii:c3.tion : 

Let them become powerful national centers 
for the g<aduate study of ideas and they 
will thereby become forces of creative imagi
nation sta.nct· ng at the very vortex of the 
ideati.ona.l revolution. Le-:; us make our 
teacher education institutians into great di
rection-finders for our r:ew society • * • 
pninter3 of the way * • • dyna!:lic trail 
blazers of new frontiers (ibidem). 

The hope dies hard-the hope of 
achieving th.e l~ngaG-for social recon
struct'an thro;..gh the schools, through 
adult education, thnmgh teacher-train-

. ir.g cnlleges. Ind~sd, the hope does not 
die. Dz:::pite t~~~~rary set-backs and 
disappoi.:-i:tm.cnt.s, it stubbornly persists. 

X. CHANGING OUR FORM OF GOVERNMENT 

Fundamental changes in the philoso
phy and procedures of Am~rican Gov-
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ernment are, of course, implicit in the 
very concept of collectvism and sociali~ 
zation being documented herein. 

In addition, the movement here being 
described has produced numerous by
products and offshoots in the way of 
subsidiary and auxiliary proposals for 
changes in the philosophy and proce
dures of American Government. These 
proposals and ideas are all grist for 
the mill for the educators who seek to 
achieve a new social order through the 
schools. 

Space forbids more than a brief cata
loging of a few of these propornls and 
ideas. They represent a part of the in
doctrination of teachers, and, presum
ably through the teachers, of children 
designed to prepare them for the new 
day. 

One premise, stated early in the his
tory of this movement, is that "Democ
racy should not be identified with po
litical forms and functions-with the 
Federal Constitution, the popular elec
tion of officials, or the practice of uni
versal suffrage" -Counts', "Dare the 
Schools Create a New Social Order?" 
page 40 ff. And Dr. Counts adds, "the 
most genuine expression of democracy in 
the United States has littl~ to do with our 
political institutions: It is a sentiment 
with respect to the moral equality of 
man; it is an aspiration toward a so
ciety in which this sentiment will find 
complete fulfillment." 

Dr. Counts later came to attach much 
greater importance to the political forms 
and functions of the American Govern
ment-"Education and the Promise of 
America," 1945. But in this earlier view 
he was opening the-way for reckless ad
vocacy of changes in forms of Govern
ment, supposed to serve the ends of so
cial reconstruction. 

This premise leads, logically, to the 
view expressed by Dr. Rugg in The Great 
Technology, that we must "build system
atically the attitude among the young 
people of the world that the trend toward 
representative democracy has produced 
nothing more than important experi
ments in Government." Likewise, they 
must be taught that "every form of Gov
ernment on earth today must be re
garded frankly as an experiment, tenta
tive, and to be changed as new social 
and economic conditions develop"-page 
270. 

This encouragement, through the 
schools, of a :flippant, lighthearted, and 
casual attitude toward government and 
the basic principles of government, 
yields some fantastic byproducts. 

One, of course, is the glib acceptance 
of big government, especially at the Fed
eral level. 

For example, "fear of centralized gov
ernmental administration and control" is 
dismissed as a "bogeyman," not because 
a trend in that direction does -not exist, 
but because the trend is inevitable and 
even desirable. Thus Arnold E. Joyal, 
professor of educational administration 
at the University of Maryland-Fron
tiers of Democracy, February 1941-ar
gues that there is nothing to fear in this 
"inevitable trend" if people only "realize 
that the Federal Government is as much 

our Government as is the State or the 
city or the school district. It is capable 
of functioning only with our sanction." 

With this glibly experimentalist atti
tude, it is no surprise to find Stuart 
Chase, writing in the May 1934, NEA 
~ournal, page 147, that one of the 
changes 1·equired by an abundance econ
omy is "the scrapping of outworn politi
cal boundaries and of constitutional 
checks and balances where the issues 
involved are technical." 

Similarly we find the John Dewey 
Society yearbook, "Teacher and Society,'' 
sympathetically proposing regular 10-
year conventions for revision of State and 
Federal constitutions; removal of the 
power of the Supreme Court to declare 
acts of Congress unconstitutional, and 
"a change in our constitutional pattern 
which would eliminate State bound~ries 
and set up a system of representation 
·hased primarily on economic and geo
graphic regions"-page 174 ff. 

Again we have the proposal that the 
United States eupreme Court have a 
"substantial minority" membership of 
laymen-that is, nonlawYers-with the 
suggestion of the name of Henry Wal
lace as one lay Justice-telegram to 
President Roosevelt from the directors 
of the Social Frontier and the fellows 
of the John Dewey Society, February 21, 
1937, the Social Frontier, April 1937, 
pages 197-8. 

There is a!so the denunciation by the 
late Dr. William H. Kilpatrick of the 
"threefold governmental arrangement of 
President, Senate, and House" as "a mis
conceived system,'' because it "embodies 
inherent conflict where there should be 
inherent cooperation"-Frontiers of De
mocracy, March 1943, pages 164, 165. 
One wonders as to the qualifications for 
grounding the younger generation in the 
basic principles of cur Government sys
tem possessed by a teacher or by a 
teacher-of-teachers with such views. 

Then as a further example, there is the 
theory advanced in the book,NewSchools 
for a New Culture-Charles M. MacCon
nel, Erne~t O. Melby, and Christian 0. 
Arndt. In a chapter, appropriately titled 
"Sailing for Utopia," it argues that "de
mocracy has little to do with majority 
rule." True democracy operates, ac
cording to the authors' theory, through 
the process of "consensus"-agreement 
reached through discussion in small 
groups. This theory holds that the "ac
tion bodies" of government "must be re
duced to a size that they may act with 
efficiency and dispatch in times of emer
gency or crisis," and adds that "Congress 
and many State legislatures have long 
outgrown such specifications." 

Under the utopian scheme envisioned, 
"war and other national emergencies 
may still have to be handled by a small 
national deliberative body," but the great 
bulk: of less urgent problems would be 
handled by the consensus method 
through a "hierarchy of deliberative 
bodies," extending from the grass roots 
to the national level <p. 196 ff.). 

Still another device proposed under this 
experimentalist approach to the busi
ness of government is the development 
of "do-democracy" through the medium 

of citizens' advisory committees, working 
with elected administrative officials, 
which, it is held, would open up "oppor
tunities for a large number of citizens to 
participate directly in government." 
<Practical Applications of Democracy, 
George de Huszar, page 44, 1945.) The 
question of how responsible public offi
cials could thus delegate authority and 
responsibility imposed by law, or how 
these committees could in turn lawfully 
accept the authority and responsibility, 
is not too clear. Possibility that the 
citizen committee-method of govern
ment might become a source of serious 
con:fiict and confusion when undertaken 
on this basis, should be obvious. 

Much more serious are some of the 
proposed changes in the basic philosophy 
relating to the powers of Government , 
especially in the realm of freed om of 
speech and press. 

Thus we have Kenneth D. Benne, pro
fessor of education at the University of 
Illinois-Progressive Education, May 
1949-depicting teachers and school ad
ministrators as "social engineers'' and 
"change agents." 

And we have the amazing proposition 
that--

The engineering of change must be anti
individualistic, yet provide for the establish
ment of appropriate areas of privacy and for 
the development of persons as creative units 
of influence in our society. 

Dr. Benne regards as "unscientific" the 
concept of "natural rights" of man. 
Moreover, "human rights and duties are 
grounded in the institutions and ideolo
gies of a culture, not in a nature inde
pendent of man's social relationship.'' 

Accordingly: 
That a wise social policy will establish 

areas of privacy for persons and voluntary 
associations within the society is undoubt
edly true. In such areas private judgme~t 
may rule. But the determination of the 
proper boundaries of these areas must, in 
an interdependent society, be based on a col
lective judgment. 

It would take some doing to rewrite 
the Bill of Rights on the basis of such a 
political and social philosophy. 

The extent to which the Bill of Rights 
is at issue in this whole movement is well 
illustrated by the series of articles by 
Dr. Norman Woelfel, professor of edu
cation at Ohio State University, on 
"Communications,'' in the October 1945 
and January, February, and May 1946 
issues of Progressive Education. 

The philosophy underlying these ar
ticles is epitomized in his discussion of 
the newspaper, which he regards as 
merely a mirror of "the peculiar ideo
logical idiosyncracies of an owning and 
ruling class." 

Dr. Woelfel offers th~ startling con
clusion that: 

It may be necessary, paradoxically enough, 
for us to control our press as the Russian 
press is controlled and as the Nazi press was 
controlled. However, even if this were truly 
the only way out it is not "control" that we 
should fear, for we already have a very vicious 
type of control. We need only to look care
fully at the objective in whose name control 
is exercised. Democratic objectives are open, 
intelligent, creative; they are pointed at t h e 
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welfare of every individual and at the realiza
tion of a great common culture. Surely we 
could have nothing to fear from a press con
trolled to reflect, realize·, and glorify such 
objectives. (Progressive Education, May 
1946, p . 266 ff.) 

The control proposed by Dr. Woelfel 
would take the form of "continuing na
tional, regional, and local controlling 
boards on which the consumer, the jour
nalist, and the educator are represented" 
(ibid.). 

Not content with "capturing" the pub
lic schools, Dr. Woelfel and his fellow 
educators insist that control of the press, 
radio, and cinema cannot be left to "their 
owners and their hireling practitioners 
if we wish social salvation." 

A great many Americans are likely to 
conclude that the price of salvation, as 
set by Dr. Woelfel, is impossibly high. 

XI. QUIZ GAME FOR TEACHERS AND PUPILS 

Since, under the educational move
ment h~re being documented, teachers 
are envisioned as "engineers of social 
change," it is only natural that the lead
ers of the movement should be interested 
in the political-economic-social views of 
members of the profession. Particularly 
there is an interest in the presence or 
absence of so-called liberal views among 
the teachers. 

This inte:·est is graphically illustrated 
by a survey of teachers' views on such 
subjects conducted in 1936 by the John 
Dewey Society for the Study of Educa
tion and Culture. 

This survey a.nd its findings are de
scribed in the society's first yearbook, 

issued in 1937. in the chapter, "The Social 
Attitudes and Information of American 
Teachers," written by Dr. George W. 
Hartmann, associate professor of educa
tion, Teachers College, Columbia Uni
versity. 

In opening the discussion of this sur
vey, Dr. Hartmann offers this thesis: 

Any system of public education that seeks 
to equip the Nation's youth for effective 
participation in the life of a complex so
ciety cannot be indifferent to the social, 
polit ical, economic, and general philosophic 
attitudes of its teachers. • • • We cannot 
doubt that the teacher's personal acceptance 
or rejection of significant institutionar prac
tices and proposals h as at least some influ
ence upon the actions and opinions of his 
pupils and consequently upon the thoughts 
and behavior of future citizens of the coun
try. • • • In a period of rapid social change 
the particular attitudes of the teacher lose 
whatever . irrelevancy they may have ap
peared to possess in a stabler era and be
come instead crucial matters for urgent 
consideration (pp. 174 ff.). 

One pl .ase of this survey was the cir
culation nmong 9,300 junior and senior 
high school teachers of the country of a 
"testing instrument" listing 106 proposi
t ions to which the teacher was asked to 
express agreement or dissent. Accord
i:ig to Dr. Hartmann, usable results 
were obtained from 3,700 persons, or 
about a 40-percent return. Returns, of 
course, were unsigned. 

Most significant is the fact that in pub
lishing the tabulated returns, Dr. Hart
mann indicated the "liberal" and there
fore the desired answer, for each prop-

osition and rated the replies by this lib
eral criterion. 

This quiz game for teachers is cited 
for obvious reasons. Efforts of lay citi
zens or organizations to determine the 
political views of teachers would right
fully te condemned. As long as the 
teacher keeps his political and economic 
prejudices out of the classroom, they 
must rightfully be regarded as his own 
private affair-exactly as are his reli
gious views. I agree, of course, with 
the comparatively recent official NEA 
position that membership in the Commu
nist Party is quite a different thing and 
properly disqualifies a person from be
ing a public-school teacher. 

Moreover, the first to condemn in
quiries as to teachers' political or eco
n omic views would be the so-called lib
eral educators-if the inquiries came 
from outside "busybodies, patrioteers, 
American Fascists," and so forth. Yet in 
this 1936 survey the liberal educators not 
only canvassed the teachers' political 
and economic views but rated them as ac
ceptable or unacceptable, on the basis 
of their conformity to the "liberal" line. 

Nothing more clearly reveals the ef
fort to capture and employ the schools 
for the collectivist ideology than this ex
ample of interest in the teachers' views. 

Following are samples of the 106 prop
ositions included i:..1 the testing instru
ment and the tabulations of the replies. 
Note particularly, the slanted character 
and obvious implications of many of 
these propositions, and also the listing 
of the preferred or "liberal" view as indi
cated in the column headed "Key": 

Distribution of opinion among high-school teachers with respect to some of the major political, economic, and educational issues facing 
contemporary American society 

[The column beaded "Key" gives the "liberal" answer: P means plus, or agreement; M means minus, or disagreement] 

P er- Per- Per- Per- Per- Per-
cent cent cent Key cent cent cent Key marked marked omit- marked marked omit-
plus minus ted plus minus ted 
l---- --------

Education should develop among its heneficiaries a o person should be permitted to have an income of 
disposition to participate ethically and intelligently more than $25,000 a year until such time as the 
in the ~olution of social problems ___________________ 100 0 0 p avera~e wage earner receives at least $2,000 a year ___ 51 48 p 

Capitalism is immoral becau~e it exploits Uie worker Cheaper electric light and power could be had if the 
by failing to give him the full value of his productive industry were owned and operated.by governmental 
labor ____ -- ------ ------------------ -- -- ------- ------ 40 58 p units ______ ----- ·- ·- --- - ------------------------- 75 24 p 

The regular calling of conventions for the revision of Transport service would deteriorate if all r!lilroads 
State and national constitutions at IO-year intervals were owned and managed by the Federal Govern-
would eliminate ~ome of the evils of social lag ______ . 68 30 p mentor one of its agencies_~---- .. -- ------------- --- 34 65 M 

A classroom teacher should make every effort to pre- We need a Government: marketing corpomtion em-
vent his pupils from discovering-bis position on con- powered to huy and..process farm products and to 
troversiat issues __________ ---------- ____ ------------ 38 62 0 M sell them here and-abroad ________ __________________ 47 51 p 

A policy of maximum international cooperation . is The coal mines of the Nation should.he taken. over by 
morally-superior to national isolation from world a public a~eucy and run for the benefit of all the 
affairs ______________ -- -------------------------- ____ .oo 10 0 p people ____ ------· - ·- ·- ·- ______________ . _____________ 50 49 p 

The United States Supreme Court should be deprived All foreign trade should be a monopoly of the Federal 
of its power to declare acts of Congress unconstitu- Government_ ___________ ----------------- ----- ------ 22 76 p 
tional. _________ ----------- _____ --- --- -- ____________ 19 80 p No gover.nmen~ ~as a right to experiment with differ-

Our national health would suffer if physicians were ent social pohetes ___________________________________ 16 83 M 
made civil· servants like the public-school teachers. 

M 
All banks and insurance companies should be run 

- and placed on the Government payro1L ____________ ,30 C9 on a nonprofit basislil\e the schools ___________ ~---- 35 64 p 
Persons who wish to bring about-a." ew Social Or- The best way to secure decent homes for most of the 

der" make poorer teachers than those who adhere 
M 

people will be for the Government to build them 
strictly to their own specialty~-- ~ ------------------ 34 65 for its citizens on 11 large scale basis _________________ 41 58 p 

Indoctrination by conservatives plays a smaller part 
M 

All farm mortgages should be assumed by the Federal 
in American schools today than radical propaganda_ 30 69 Treasury at an interest rate not in excess of 1 percent. 28 70 p 

It is pedagogically unprofitable to discuss serious 
M 

Most of the undesirable features of the newspapers, 
social proble.ms with adolescent youngste~-------- 16 83 the movies, and the radio come from their being 

A satisfying life for the masses of people can be secured controlled by profit-making corporations __ .. _______ 68 32 0 p 
without introducing important economic changes ___ 24 75 M The largest possible amount of business competition 

Income and social usefulness are closely correlated at is necess:iry to national wealth ________ _________ ____ 4{) 60 0 M the present time ____________________________________ 47 51 2 M The practice of birth control should be discouraged ___ 11 88 1 M 
The smooth functioning of a profit economy depends 

p 
The Federal Government should provide all classes 

upon either natural or artificial scarcitY-----~------- 58 39 3 of people opportunity for complete insurance against 
Most of the 10,000,000 or more unemployed will accident, sickness, unemployment, premature 

never again find steady work at good ·wages in a death, and old age ____ _____ _________________________ 66 33 p 
capitalist society ________________ -------- ___________ 49 50 p If we had to choose between German fascism and 

Production for use and present-day capitalism are Russian communism, I should prefer the former ____ 41 53 6 1'.f 
incompatiblf' systems. _____ ------~- _______________ -- 53 44 3 p Genuine individual liberty will flourish under socia!-

Arl!'qu·\te ec:-:n~ nic security for all is impossible ism as it never did before __________________ ___ _____ 18 81 1 p 
under a laissez faire system __________ ------ -------- 72 25 p Public business enterprises are alw:.iys inefficient_ ____ 12 88 u M 



1952 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 2723 
Distribut-ion of opinion am on g high-sch ool t eachers with respect· to some of the major poiitical, economi c, an d educational issu es f acing 

contemporary Amerfoan society- Continued 

[The colt!!!lil head~ "Key" gives tl::e "!i'.Jeral" answer : P means plus, or agreement; M: means minus, or diea.graen:ent] · 

Per- Per- Per- Per- Per- Per-
cen t cen t ce:::!t cent cent cen t 

mm-ked mlJ.rke<l. omit- Key mer:red mar:::ed omit- Key 
plus n:inus ted plus minus ted 

For most people the· opportunity to exercise beneficial The best form of society is one in which an intelligent 
personal initiative would be increased by life in a and forceful elite rules over the stabilized masses ___ 35 64 M 
socialist state ____ ______________________ -- --______ --- 21 77 p Although some persons take advantage of it for un-

The greater the amount of governmental control over worthy ends, at bottom our industry is organized 
anything, the greater the increase in graft ___________ 43 67 0 M on a fundamentally ethical basis _____ ___________ ____ 71 28 M 

The formation of a comprehensive anticapitalist I believe that the United States is just as selfish as 
Farmer-Labor political party in the United States any other nation ___ ----------- ----- --- ------- ---- -- 61 38 p 
would contribute greatly to our social progress __ ____ 42 56 2 p All social planning leads to human regimentation ____ 32 67 M 

There is nothing fundamentally wrong with our As the economic crisis lengthens and deepens, society 
society; all we need to do is to introduce a few re- tends to divide into 2 mutually opposed sections ___ 81 18 p 
forms which will correct abuses and make some It is as difficult for a man of property to support basic 
institutions more humane __________________________ 65 34 M social change as for a camel to go through the eye of 

If the best possibilities of the American tradition are a needle _____________ _ --------- -- -- ----- --- ---- -- --- 4o 59 p 
to be realized, a new social order qualitatively dif- The behavior of tbe capitalists is doing more to dis-
ferent from private capitalism must be built ________ 45 54 p credit and undermine capitalism than all of the 

An improved American nation will result from step- activities of anticapitalistic groups _________ __ _____ __ 71 27 2 p 
by-step advances in tbe socialization of the means The exceptional wealth of the United States is the 
of production and di~tribution .. ------------------- 74 24 p result of our continued loyalty to the capitalist 

There is no such thing as a "class struggle" in Ameri- system ___ ________ ____ --- -- - __ --- --- ------- ------ --- 33 64 3 M 
can life today ______ ---- ---- -------- ---------------- 12 87 M A system that has worked as well as capitalism bas in 

A classless society is possible ___ _______ _____ __ ________ 20 79 p this country for tbe last 150 years should not be 
A classless society is desirable ____ ____________________ 39 60 p changed now ___ _________________ ____ _______ ____ __ __ 32 66 2 M 
·whenever great social needs require it, the ruling Teachers should affiliate with some genuine labor 

class will always be found willing to surrender some 
29 69 M 

organization of their own choosing ____ __ _______ _____ 37 62 p 
of its privileges in order to meet them _____ __________ Contemporary school practice generally develops a 

Capitalism can be abolished only through a violent 
18 81 M 

fixity of outlook wbicb hampers social readjustment. 44 55 p 
seizure of power by anticapitalists ______ __ __________ Economic individualism is more appropriate to con-

If we put capable men into office, most of our social 
78 21 M ~~Wtc~f~ffm~~~r_i~- -~~~~--~~=--~~~~~~~~-!~~~-~!-problems would be solved _______________ ___________ 63 34 M The less government the better ______________________ _ 24 75 M Whenever social ownership is substituted for private 

No economic system can function efficiently without 
64 35 -M 

ownership, at least partial compensation for tbe 
appealing to the desire for private £rofits ___________ value of the property transferred shonld be made . . . 93 6 p 

Teachers have a moral obligation ,to remain rigor-
ously neutral on all debatable issues both in class 

13 86 M and out_ ___ ------- -____________ ------- ------- -- . -- -

NOTE.- A "liberal" answer, as defined by tbe key, was given by a majority of the teachers replying on 78 of the 106 questions. 

A similar type of opinion test was de
veloped and used as part of an educa
t ional experiment conducted in the 
Floodwood, Minn., h igh school, under 
the auspices of the University of Min
nesota. Th is experiment is described by 
its director , Dr. Theodore Brameld, in 
his book, "Design for America'' (1945 ) . 
It was part of the collectivist educational 
movement and was termed by Dr. Bra
meld "an educational exploration of the 
future of democracy for senior high 
schools and junior colleges." 

This test was used with pupils part ici
pating in the Floodwood experiment. It 
likewise involved a series of propositions 
to be affirmed or denied. And here 
again the returns were rated on the ba
sis of the liberal or pref erred answers. 

Fol-lowing· are typical statements with 
the · preferred answers indicated in 
parentheses after each P.roposition: 

There should be Government ownership 
and control of radio stations. (Affirm. ) 

Liberal interpretation of the Constitution 
h as permitted too great expansion of the 
powers of the Federal Government. (Deny.) 

If European countries. wan.t to establish 
' left-wing governments- a.ft er · the war, .we 

should support t hem. (Affirm.) 
A program - to legalize and educate for 

birth control should be instituted in the 
Nation. (Affirm.) _ . 

If the creed of t he postwar world be the 
bet terment of t he common m an , then it 
follows that pu blic medicine should become 
a m ain part of that program. (Affirm.) 

If medical care is to be m ade available 
to all families at cost s they can afford, these 
cost s must be shared by all. (Affirm.) 

The Federal Government should finance 
Government projects for the advancement of 
the arts. (Affirm.) · 

The Const it ution needs some radical modi
ficat ions. (Affirm.) 

There is n eed of a change in our consti
tutional pattern which would eliminate 
State boundaries and set up a system of rep
resentation based primarily on economic and 
geographical regions. (Affirm.) 

There is too much bureaucracy in Gov
ernment alr eady. (Deny.) 

Our economic base must be shifted from 
rugged individualism to economic planning. 
(Affirm.) · · 

The -chain -of middlemen .that connects the 
producer with -the coQsumer is unnecessai:y. 
(Affirm.) · . 

_ The . more State authority and the less 
Federal authority, the better. (Deny.) 

Unless business makes a profit, the worker 
will be unemployed. (Deny.) 

Economic planning and control of produc
-. tlon .by. Government coulcL·never eliminate 

depressions and unemployment. (Deny.) ~ 

Without individual competition for profl..ts, 
· our economy would slow up and soften. 

(Deny.) 

The power of unions should be curtailed. , 
(Deny.) 

Income taxes on the .rich should be greatly 
increased. (Affirm.) 

Wealth should be much more equally dis-
America h as never been interested in im

perialistic gains. (Deny.) . 
tribut ed. (Affirm.) · 

The Governmen t should t ake over much 
· larger areas of northern Minnesota iron 
· mines now - entirely in private hands. 

(Affirm.) 

Should any plan of socialized medicine 
be est ablished, the caliber and -the ability of 
the m edical profession would fall. (Deny.) 

Family life is in need of no change in its 
traditional ~for:n .. (Deny.) - . xn. A NEW "CALL" AND A NEW STRATEGY 

What t h is coun try n eeds is more TV A's. • To a large extent the Second World 
(Affirm.) · War, and the· tasks and problems which 
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it posed for public education, diverted 
the attention of educators fr om the pro
gram of social reconstruction through 
the schools. This was true even of the 
most outspoken advocates of that pro
gram. 

Testimony to this fact is provided in 
a postwar statement of policy adopted 
by the American Education Fellowship
the new, euphemistic title of the Pro
gressive Education Association-at its 
Chicago convention, November 29, 1S47. 
This policy statement reviewed the re
form movement of the thirties, cited its 
eclipse during the war period, and issued 
what was, in effect, a new · "call'' to the 
teachers of the Nation. I quote from 
this document-Progressive Education 
February 1948, pages :fa, 40-41, ~6. 58; 

Memories a re not so short as to forget the 
_economic eyents following Wo.tld War I

, the years of reckless prosperity and high 
living, of growing corporate power and dis

. parities' of wealth, followed by years of deva
stating d·epression, hunger, fear, and waste 
of human resources. During the thirties 

_ some American .educators became sufficiently 
_ concerned to voice their anger at this t r agedy 

through the pages of one journal, the Social 
Frontier, and through the volumes of the 
Commission on the Social StudieS-:-Ameri-

. can Historical Association. They courageous
ly analyzed the failures of a system which 
could c11use such havoc, and they demanded 
fundamental changes to eliminate those 
failures. Yet, as the depression waned and 
the Nation became preoccupied with winning 

. of World War II, even their voices softened 
to_ a _ whisper. It was almost as if those 
theorists were right wh o h ave said that edu
cation is always chiefly a r efiector of the 
social· order-rather than its- critic, leader, 
and recreator. 
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This declaration of policy of the was this modified form which was :finally 

American Education Fellowship is sig- presented to the conference as a whole. 
ni:ficant on many counts. Perhaps its The official statement of policy, as 
greatest significance lies in the fact that adopted by the Chicago convention, was 
it was officially adopted, first by the published in full in the February 1948 
board of directors of the AEF and then Progressive Education. 
by the delegates at the Chicago conven- A sentence-by-sentence analysis and 
tion and subsequently was submitted to comparison of the original and final 
a v~te of the AEF membership. The drafts is most enlightening. It discloses 
policy statement was approved by a ma· the attempt to modify the more extreme 
jority of the mail ballots returned. It and forthright Brameld statement of 
will be recalled that the original "Call policy to satisfy the apprehensions of 
to the Teachers of the Nation," while more conservative, or at least more cau
drafted and approved by a committee of t ious, members. It also discloses, as I 
the Progressive Education Association, shall point out, that the camouflage 
was never formally adopted by either operation was something less than per
the PEA board or its membershiP-a feet. There are numerous obvious give
fact which the association's president a'\-:ay bare spots in the final product. 
emphasized at the time the original Following is an analysis of the most 
"Call" was published. Thus the postwa:L important portions of the policy state
policy statement has an official status ment: 
lacking in the earlier pronouncement. First. The statement cites approving
To that extent it is a bolder action and ly the trends, outside the United States, 
a more significant pronouncement than toward increasing public controls over 
the original ''Call." "economic processes" and deplores the 

The "new call" also reflects a new failure of this country to match these 
strategy· in the social-reconstruction- trends. 
through-the-schools movement, a strat- The .following paragraph was adopted 
egy of euphemism, double-talk, more in the final draft unchanged from the 
guarded phraseology, and more cautious original Brameld draft: 
commitments. That undoubtedly was 
due, in part, to the necessity of modi:fica- In only one great respect-though a most 
tions in order to :find a broad basis of crucial one-the present decade differs from 

the twenties. While America seems to have 
consensus and agreement within the learned little from its recent economic expe-
larger group. We know, from a sym- rlence, other parts of the world have learned 
pathetic report on the session at which much. All over the earth powerful move
the policy statement was adopted, that ments of the common people are demanding 
there were those in the group who were that these absurd and destructive fiuctua
concerned lest the statement ''commit tlons of the industrial system should end
the AEF to an advocacy of a socialistic that public controls be exerted over economic 
economy"-Progressive Education, Jan- processes of sufficient strength and rational-

ity to guarantee stability, much greater 
uary 1948, Report on the National Con- equalization of wealth, and the securities of 
ference, Archibald W. Anderson, assist- a rising standard of living which the proven 
ant professor of education, University of potentialities of abundance make entirely 
Illinois. feasible. 

Whether the final document avoided 
such a commitment is a matter of opin- The next paragraph shows the follow-
ion. But it obviously provided a com· 1ng interesting change: 
mon ground, or a common roof, for Brameld draft: "America is out of step with 
those who,. at one extreme, do advocate the world." 
socialism and those who either do not Final statement: "Since the end of the 

war, America has shown a singular reluctance 
advocate socialism or do not want to either to take cognizance of the democratic 
appear to the public or their colleagues nature of these movements or to deal with 
in the teaching profession as advocates the serious social problems which have called 
of socialism. them forth." 

By fortunate circumstance, we are second. The original and final drafts 
given an insight into the evolution of this also show some significant changes in the 
particular document which is most en- wording of the two maJ·or po1icy declara
lightening. The AEF policy committee, 
of which Dean Ernest o. Melby, of the tions of the American Education Fellow-
New York University School of Edu- ship. 
cation, was chairman, designated Dr. Brameld draft: "The two great constructive 
Theodore Bra.meld, perhaps the· most purposes which should now govern the AEF 
radical of the present-day leaders of follow directly from this brief analysis. They 
the social-reconstruction-through-the- are: 

t to th d ft "I. To channel the energies of education 
schools movemen • prepare e ra toward the reconstruction of the economic 
of the statement of policy for submis- system-a system which should be geared 
sion to the Chicago convention. Dr. with the increasing socializations and public 
Brameld's first draft was carried in full cont rols now developing in England, Sweden, 
in the November 1946 issue of Progres- New Zealand, and other countries; a system 
sive Education. in which national and international planning 

According to Professor Anderson's re- of production and distribution replaces the 
port on the Chicago convention, Dr. chaotic planlessness of traditional 'free en
Brameld's original draft was discussed at terprise'; a system in which the interests, 

wants and needs of the consumer dominate 
length by the AEF board of directors and those of the producer; a system in which nat-
by delegates in the opening days of the ural resources, such as coal and iron ore, are 
Chicago meeting. Anderson adds: owned and controlled by the people; a system 

They- 1n which public corporations replace monop· 
olistic enterprises and privately owned pub• 

The directors- lie utilities; a system in which Federal au-
appointed a committee to attempt certain thority is synchronized with decentralized 
m odifications which seemed desirable. It ~egional and co~unity administration." 

Final statement: "As a result of the analy
sis made above, two great constructive pur
poses have first claim for active support. 

"1. The reconstruction of the economic 
system in the direction of far greater justice 
and stability; a system to be secured by 
whatever democratic planning and social 
controls experience shows to be necessary." 

(Unchanged in two drafts.) 

A system in which social security and 
a guaranteed annual wage sufficient to 
meet scientific standards of nourish
ment, shelter, clothing, health, recrea
tion, and education are universalized; a 
system in which-

Brameld draft: "The majority of the peo
ple" ls the sovereign determinant of every 
basic economic policy. 

Final statement: "The will of the majority 
with due regard for the interests of all the 
people" is the sovereign determinant of 
every basic economic policy. 

(Unchanged in two drafts.) 
Bra.meld draft: "II. To channel the ener

gies of education toward the establishment 
of genuine international authority in all 
crucial issues affecting peace and security; 
an order therefore in Which all weapons of 
war (including atomic energy, first of all) 
and police forces are finally under that au
thority; an order in which international eco
nomic planning of trade, resources, labor dis
tribution and ctandards is practiced parallel 
with the best ctandards of individual na
tions; an order in which all nationalities, 
races, and religions receive equal rights in its 
democratic control; an order in which 'world 
citizenship' thus assumes at least equal 
status with national citizenship." 

Final statement: "2. The establishment of 
a genuine world order, an order in which 
national sovereignty is subordinate to world 
authority in all crucial interests affecting 
peace and security; an order therefore in 
which all weapons of war and police forces 
are finally under that authority; an order in 
which international economic coordination 
of trade, resources, labor and standards par
allels the best practices of individual na
tions; an order geared with the increasing 
socializations 'and public controls now de
veloping in England, Sweden, New Zealand 
and certain other countries; an order in 
which all nationals, races, and religions re
ceive equal rights; an order in which 'world 
citizenship' thus assumes at least equal 
status with national citizenship." 

It will be noted that the Brameld draft, 
as cited above, calls explicity for advo
cacy of Socialism, which he defines in 
detail. This detailed proposal of So
cialism is omitted from the final draft. 
But note this: whereas the Brameld pro
posal to gear the economic system "with 
the increasing socializations and public 
controls now developing in England, 
Sweden, New Zealand, and other coun
tries" appears in the section calling for 
"reconstruction of the economic system" 
in the United States, the final draft 
shifts this endorsement of "the increas
ing socializations and public controls 
now developing in England, and so forth" 
to the section of the policy statement 
dealing with "international economic co
ordination." Just how this relocation of 
this phrase makes the document any 
less an endorsement of Socialistic prin
ciples and methods is a puzzling ques
tion, to say the least. The Socialistic 
slip still plainly shows beneath the 
verbal outer-garments of the revised 
document. 

Third. The sections of the two drafts 
dealing with the question of "classroom 
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indoctrination" are interesting. I cite 
these sections: 

Brameld version: "In 'taking sides' against 
the unworkable economic system and un
workable nationalism, and with a workable 
system and workable internationalism, there 
is need to develop consciousness of a dis
tinction between the convictions already 
held by those who take such sides and those 
who do not yet do so. This is necessary in 
order thereby to permit development of new 
educational techniques of learning through 
social agreement, not by superimposing pre
judgments. Only thus can majority rule 
eventually become rule by an informed ma
jority who understand what they want and 
how democratically to get what they want. 
The school should become a center of ex
perimentation in attaining communities of 
uncoerced persuasion." 

Final statement: "In implementing the 
above outlook there should be no attempt to 
indoctrinate for any political party or for 
any given economic system. It is vital to 
maintain democratic intelligent d iscussion 
and decision but also to make sure that the 
process will lead to conclusions. This can 
only be done by informed teachers who have 
convictions of their own-convictions which 
they do not foist upon their students but 
which at appropriate age level:s they sharo 
with students. The task is to experiment 
with techniques of learning which look to
ward intelligent social consensus, not to 
superimpose prejudgments or dogmatic doc
trines. Only thus can majority rule even
tually become rule by an inf9rmed majority 
who understand what they want and how, 
democratically, to get what they want. The 
school should become a center of experi
mentation in attaining communities of un
coerced persuasion.'' 

The original Brameld dra:t includes 
a concluding paragraph which was de
leted from the final policy statement. 
It said: 

To prove that education is not a mere mir
ror of dominant ideologies, not a device for 
bolstering outmoded economic systems and 
diseased nationalisms, but rather that edu
cation is a penetrating critic, dynamic leader, 
and imaginative recreator which anticipates 
dangers before they crystallize into calami
ties, which helps simultaneously to reshape 
the culture of America and the world in 
accordance with the imperatives of our revo
lutionary age-this is the supreme obliga
tion of the A:nerican Education Fellowship 
in our time. This is its new policy. 

Regardless of the professed repudia
tion of indoctrination, the policy dec
laration makes clear that certain "con
clusions" by the pupils are desired as the 
result of the educational process. 

Fourth. One other deletion from the 
Brameld draft is particularly note
worthy. Citing the alleged contradic
tions in public-school teaching regard
ing foreign affairs, the original and final 
drafts contain this identical wording: 

They (schools) may study and endorse the 
United Nations, to be sure; and that is help
ful. But they seldom face the contradiction 
between high-minded objectives . for all na
tions and the still dominant power of sov
ereignty of each nation. Students are taught 
that internationalism is desirable; they are 
also tat:ght that the United States is su
preme in its own right. They are taught 
that all countries must cooperate; they are 
also taught that we should keep the secret 
of atomic energy. They are taught that we 
should support the efforts of common peo
ples in other parts of the world to rise in 
power; they are also taught to be uncritical 
of a foreign · policy (which) when it- serves 
to thwart those eIT:Jr~s. 

In the original Brameld draft, the last 
sentence of the foregoing included seven 
a:iditional words, so that it concluded: 

They are also taught to be uncritical of 
a foreign policy which serves to thwart those 
efforts in countries like Greece, China, and 
Spain. 

Obviously, the counsels of caution in 
th3 Chicago convention dictated that the 
AEF policy statement should not in
clude this specific mention of Greece, 
China, and Sr,Jain which paralleled the 
ther prevalent Communist line. 

Fifth. ·That the new AEF policy state
ment-regardless of its cautious double
talk-constitutes a new •·call" to teacher 
activity .and effort , in and out of the 
classroom, in support of increasing social 
controls and subordination of the United 
States to world government, is made clear 
by other sections of the draft finally 
a dopted. Thus the final draft adds this 
paragraph to the original version: 

Inasmuch as the forces that shape society 
are those that determine education as well, 
educators should understand what is taking 
place in the community, and should take 
stands as adult citizens on controversial 
issues of the day. It is their right and duty 
to participate actively in political and eco
nomic life. 

Both the original and final drafts also 
declared that the "two great guiding 
principles"-those mentioned above
"involve a multitude of specific educa
tional tasks to which the AEF should 
now devote its~lf." That these tasks re
late to the curriculum and the classroom 
is made clear in the final draft, which 
varies only in minor details from the 
Brameld version: 

Their precise delineation should involve 
every member and the closest cooperation 
with all groups and forces which share gen
erally in its purposes. In this statement of 
policy, it is possible only to suggest what 
some of these tasks may be. 

1. A subject of first importance in the re
constructed curriculum is the careful study 
of evolving economic and political systems 
characterized by developments both in our 
own country and in other countries. 

2. Of great importance also is the study 
of both the successes and failures of at
tempts to move toward genuine world order. 

3. As indicated above there is desperate 
n eed to prepare realistic materials regarding 
the economic system, and for skill in pene
trating propaganda. 

4. There is need to develop consciousness 
in students, teachers, administrators, . and 
other citizens of the meaning and content of 
the values which should govern new social 
arrangements and purposes. 

5. There should be extensive educationai 
practice in building detailed social designs 
which come to grips with problems arising 
in, for example, social planning. Intensive 
study is needed of experiments and institu
tions already under way, such as the Ten
nessee Valley Authority, the postal system, 
the consumer cooperative movement, the so
cial-security programs of America and Eu· 
rope. Psychological problems such as moti
vations and incentives; political problems 
such as bureaucracy and reorganization of 
State and Federal Governments; social prob
lems such as neighborhood life and the role 
of women; economic problems such as the 
place of private property in an evolving 
democracy-

Incidentally, in the Brameld draft. 
the phrase "increasingly socialized order" 

was used instead of "an evolving democ
racy''-
problems of civil rights such as those raised 
by the President's committee on civil rights
these are equally pressing. 

The finally approved draft also re
vived the appeal for adult education 
along the lines of the social reconstruc
tion program: 

Vital education of the adult population at 
the "grass roots" should occupy a place of 
importance comparable to education of 
youth, and should include all the issues ex
emplified above. 

Sixth, the document as finally adopted 
proposes close cooperation and affiliation 
with other educational organizations. 
It urges that the AEF "seek to inftuence" 
these organizations "to experiment with 
its new materials and methods." It cites 
particularly UNESCO, and urges AEF to 
"push for recognition by the U. N. of the 
need to lift UNESCO above its present 
purely advisory status." 

With respect to othet educational 
organizations in the United States, the 
policy statement says: 

Cooperation with the United States Office 
of Education is also important, looking to
ward crystallization of its own objectives 
and toward the provision of more authority 
to assist in improving the public schoois. 
The National Education Association, Ameri
can Federation of Teachers, Association for 
Childhood Education, and American Associa
t ion for Adult Education should learn of the 
new AEF program, and should consider its 
reformulated ends and means just as they 
have done during the earlier period of AE~ 
history. 

The policy statement as adopted calls 
on the AEF to "support the democratic 
potentialities of the labor movement, the 
consumer cooperative movement, and 
quasi-political groups of sufficiently sim
ilar intent." Significantly, an addi
tional phrase, "such as the Political 
Action Committee and Union for Demo
cratic Action," which appeared in the 
Brameld draft, was deleted from the 
final statement. The Union for Demo
cratic Action, incidentally, is the subject 
of extensive discussion in the Special 
Report on Subversive Activities Aimed at 
Destroying Our Representative Form of 
Government, of the House Un-American 
Activities Committee-Report No. 2277, 
June 25, 1942-which lists affiliations of 
50 leaders of the UDA with the agencies 
and fronts of the Communist Party. 

Seventh, the policy statement, as 
finally adopted, calls for the editorial 
content of the AEF's magazine, Progres
sive Education, to be "explicitly geared to 
these purposes." Furthermore, it states 
that the magazine "should give much 
more .consideration to fundamental 
analysis of social, economic, political, 
scientific, esthetic, and philosophical is
sues arising from them, and it should 
assist teachers in putting AEF purposes 
and methods to work by providing actual 
materials and examples of where and 
how it is being done." 

Eighth. This AEF policy statement, 
setting forth the postwar program and 
objectives of this movement, emphasizes 
that even the traditional educational 
objectives of the progressive education 
movement must be subordinated to the 
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task of social reconstruction. The 
statement as finally adopted, concludes 
as follows: 

In making these important recommenda
t ions, the AEF will continue to support the 
kind of experimentation for which it is 
most famous. It will continue to empha
size "learning by doing," "community 
schools," "the integrating curriculum," 
"teacher-pupil planning," "child develop
ment," and other objectives of progressive 
education as these now become more widely 
accepted. These types of experimentat ion 
should emphasize the social-emotional de
velopment of children and adolescents, and 
parent educat~on. 

In terms of organizational Imperatives, 
however, such objectiYes are now subordi
nate, even while indispensable, to the larger, 
more audacious and magnetic objectives im
pelled by a world in crisis. Faced by the 
alternatives of economic chaos and atomic 
war, on the one hand, of world-wide plenty 
and enforceable international order, on the 
other hand, the AEF should become the 
clearest, most purposeful educational spokes
man for the second of these alternatives. 
Thus, and only thus, can it become even 
more the great vanguard infiuence which it 
has been for nearly three decades-an influ
ence which, as before, is certain to extend 
far beyond its own membership and even its 
own country. 

Social reconstruction and "world-sav
ing" obviously still are to have top prior
ity rating in the program of progressive 
education-a rating even above that of 
the less audacious and magnetic objec
tives of routine education. 

And it is equally obvious that the 
progressive education leadership still 
claims, and expects to exercise, immense 
influence in more conservative educa
tional ranks, despite the embarrassed 
efforts of some present-day leaders of 
educational officialdom to disprove the 
existence of the educational Peck's Bad 
Boy by denying or ignoring that exist
ence. 

The new strategy of the progressive 
education movement is that of guarded 
caution and carefully phrased euphe
mism, which, _especially for the "out
sider," obscures meanings and befuddles 
issues. 

Of course, this is not characteristic 
only of the spokesmen of progressive 
education. Consider these statements 
from Schools for a New World, the twen
ty-fifth yearbook of the American Asso
ciation of School Administrators, issued 
in February 1947: -

The supreme problem of our society in our 
d ay, then, is the retention of the essence of 
our liberties-freedom of education, oppor
tunity, choice of career, suffrage, speech, 
press, and assembly-while creating and es
tablishing the controls of a democratic social 
order in which individual lives merge in a 
supreme entity of purpose and being that in 
itself is the ultimate goal. That means, in
evitably, a vast stepping-up of the functions 
of government on all levels; it means a vastly 
increased emphasis in our schools upon edu
cation for civic and economic understanding 
and competence; it means a fundamental 
shift in emphasis throughout ou r whole edu
cational program, from helping to educate 
the individual in his own right to become 
a valuable member of society to the prepara
tion of the individual for the realization of 
his best self in the h igher loyalty of serving 
the basic ideals and aims of our society. 

• • • The realities of the world in 
which we now live endcws "community" with 
a new Lleaning. It cn.il no long3r be merely 

"a body of people living under the same gen
eral conditions" (dictionary definition). If 
our civilization endures, it will be because 
community becomes both a primary and an 
ultimate functional entity-an end in itself 
(pp. 43-44). 

Dr. Counts and others said all that 20 
years ago-said it much more clearly and 
forthrightly. 

Even more recent comments of advo
cates of social reconstruction through 
the schools disclose the persistence of 
the basic premises first set forth 20 years 
ago. 

Thus we find Kennth D. Benne, pro
fessor of education at the University of 
Illinois, interpreting the role of the pub
lic school educator as that of social re
construction in terms unmatched by Dr. 
Counts for complete frankness: 

The central counsel of this number of 
Progressive Education to teachers and 
school administrators is that they come to 
see themselves as social engineers • 
They must equip themselves as "cha~ge 
agents." 

The engineering of change must be anti
individualistic, yet provide for the establish
ment of appropriate areas of privacy and for 
the development of persons as creative units 
of influence in our society • • • 

Individualism today tends to threaten 
rather than to promote the values of indi
viduality. We are brought back to the pro
cesses of planned social change and to the 
formulation of an adequate methodology of 
social engineering as a necessary condition 
for the conservation and extension of dem
ocratic values. (May 1949 Progressive Edu
cation.) 

This view holds that teachers are not 
only to be "social engineers," and 
"change agents," but that they must take 
a lead in the "development of skills 
necessary for creating common public 
judgments" which will have a priority 
over "unchecked private judgment.'' 
Educators are to help "groups and or
ganizations to define and redefine those 
areas of life in which common values and 
standards are necessary.' ' Educators are 
to take a lead in "induc·ng, directing, and 
stabilizing changes in persons, groups 
and organizations." Certainly that is ac
ceptance with a vengeance of Dr. Counts' 
advice to 'teachers to "deliberately reach 
for power." 

That the program of social reconstruc
tion is still viewed in terms of collec
tivism is reaffirmed by Dr. John L. Childs 
as recently as February 1950. Writing 
in the Progressive Education magazine 
of that date, Dr. Childs asserts: 

The fundamental interests of teachers as 
teachers are not restricted to the effort to get 
an adequate material and spiritual support 
for the puJ:?lic school. Teachers are also 
concerned with the effort to organize and 
maintain a society that can make a produc
tive use of the human product of the 
schools. • • • 

• We must develop a more sensi
tive regard for the cultural aspects of human 
existence, and be prepared to support a vast
ly extended program of community services. 
This, in turn, means frank commitment to 
the "welfare state," and to the planned or
ganization of the productive enterprises o.f 
our country. The real issue is no longer one 
of social and economic planning versus an 
individualistic system of laissez-faire; it ls 
rather one of what forces are to do the plan
ning, by what means are controls to be exer
cised, and for what purposes. In sum, a 
functional education must now be associ-

ated with the task of the achievement of a 
more functional society, and teachers inter
ested in democracy have a basic stake in the 
development of this functional society (p. 
118). 

Doctor Childs sums up the current at
titudes of American educators in three 
categories: First, those who believe in 
the Communist solution of the problems, 
which group, he believes, "fortunately 
are very few," second, "a numerically 
large group" who feel that "resolution of 
social, economic and political problems" 
is not properly the responsibility of edu
cators as educators but who believe they 
are justified in pressure tactics to secure 
greater support for the schools ; third, a 
third group, with which he identifies 
progressive educators. He continues: 

This third group • b r-lieves that 
in the long run both the material and the 
spiritual interests of public education de
pend upon the achievement of a reorgani
zation of our economy. They therefore do 
not have faith in a policy that insists on 
t eachers working separately as a mere edu
cational :r:ressure ·group, and which discour
ages from uniting with other functional 
groups in a common effort to develop an 
economy in which production will be co
operatively planned for the welfare of all 
• • • a more socialized economy (p. 120). 

Dr. Childs believes that educators, by 
identifying themselves with groups 
"which are uniting to support the social, 
economic, and political developments 
which Americans have chosen to describe 
as the 'welfare state,' will be taking the 
step most needed to preclude a Fascist 
development in our country"-page 120. 

Finally, Dr. Braineld in his recent book, 
"Ends and Means in Education,' ' 1950, 
defines this concept of education with the 
apt term, "Reconstructionism." 

This educational pt.ilosophy-

H~ asserts-
would attempt to build the widest ~os
sible consensus about _ the supreme aims 
which should govern mankind in the recon
struction of world culture. The world of the 
future should be a world which the common 
man rules not merely in theory, but in fact. 
It should be a world in which the techno
logical potentialities already clearly discerni
ble are released for the creation of health, 
abundance, security for the great masses of 
every co10r, every creed, every nationality. 
It should be a world in which national 
sovereignty is utterly subordinated to inter
national authority. • • • 

Education sufficiently dedicated to this 
purpose no longer remains, to be sure, on the 
fence of intellectual "impartiality" (pp. 
17-18) . 

Further, Dr. Brameld declares: 
The kind of education here being discussed 

encourages students, teachers, and all mem
bers of the community not mer ly to study 
knowledge and problems considered crucial 
to our period of culture, but to make up 
t heir minds about promising solutions, and 
t hen to act concertedly (p. 86). 

'I'he new terminolo:5Y actually empha:
sizes and reaffirms the basic premi.szs 
of the original social-reconstruction
t hrough-the-schools movement., rather 
than altering or abandoning these 
premises. 

xnr. "I PLEDGE ALLEGIANCE TO" WORLD 
GOVERNMENT 

As the policy statem2nt of the AEF 
discloses, a major ad~.ition has bei:m 
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made to the program of social recon
struction through the schools. One of 
the "two great constructive purposes'' 
which have "first claim for active sup .. 
port" in the public scho·o1s, according to 
this pronouncement, is "the establish
ment of a genuine world order, an order 
in which national sovereignty is subor
dinate to world authority in all crucial 
interests affecting peace and security; an 
order therefore in which all weapons of 
war and police forces are finally under 
that authority." 

Dr. Brameld, in his "Ends and Means 
in Education," 1950, states it even more 
bluntly, though with a word of reproach 
that dedication to this ideal is not more 
complete: 

There is widespread, 1! still superficial, ac
ceptance among teachers of the belief that 
national sovereignty must go (p. 125). 

This advocacy of a supernational sov
ereignty particularly welcomes. an. op
portunity to promote supergovernment 
in the field of education, through 
UNESCO. Thus, Dr. Brameld writes: 

The majority machinery of the United Na
tions, UNESCO, or any similar organizations 
created on behalf of world order should be 
so greatly strengthened that no member 
country, including the Soviet Union and its 
satellites, can conceivably refuse to abide 
by its own power-backed decision (ibid, p. 
117). 

The potentialities of UNESCO are sim
ilarly emphasized by I. L. Kandel, of 
Teachers College, Columbia University, 
writing in the April 1946 NEA Journal: 

Nations that become members of UNESCO 
accordingly assume an obligation to revise 
textbooks used in their schools. The Inter
national Organization for Intellectual Co
operation sought to promote the revision of 
textbooks. • • • 

For the present there is no provision 
for the scrutiny of textbooks in the 
UNESCO constitution on the assumption 
that they are matters within the domestic 
jurisdiction of the member nations in which 
the organization is prohibited from inter
vening. Under these conditions, each mem
ber nation, if it is to carry out the obliga
tions of its membership, has a duty to see 
to it that nothing in its curriculum, courses 
of study, and textbooks, is contrary to 
UNESCO's aims. This task has already been 
undertaken through voluntary activities in 
the United States in the study of textbooks 
d0aling with Latin American countries and 
Canada. 

RErvent history has shown, however, that 
u nilateral efforts to revise the materials of 
instruction are futile . · The poison of aggres
sive nationalism injected into children's 
minds is as dangerous for world stability as 
t !1e manufacture of armaments. In one, as 
in the other, supervision of some kind by an 
international agency is urgent (pp. 175 tr.). 

Implications of this proposal become 
even more ominous when read in con
junction with the following extracts from 
volume V of the UNESCO pamphlet se
ries "Toward World Understanding." 
This volume, "In the Classroom with 
Children Under 13 Years of Age,'' 1949, 
says: 

School textbooks have, as a rule, been 
written with so little objectivity and integ
rity that history, as generally taught up to 
now, has been an obstacle to international 
understanding. The child has been led to 
conclude that perfidy and oppression are 
always and solely the characteristics of the 
enemy. The need is urgent for a general 

revision of textbooks, both national and gen .. 
eral (p. 16). 

The pamphlet continues: 
This revision, another task worthy of 

UNESCO, should carry much further the 
elimination of events which, from the world
education point of view, have no value, such 
as the endless catalogs of wars. It is not 
to these accidents which have periodically 
jeopardized and distracted civilization that 
the child's attention should be drawn, but 
to the constructive activities which help to 
advance civilization, materially and spirit
ually • • •. History mud cease to be a 
military history and must become the history 
of civilization. 

There is need above all for universal his
tory. Just as the child must grow used to 
considering the earth as his habitat, so he 
must learn to consider the whole of human
ity as the fatherland in whose service the 
particular fatherlands, his own and all oth
ers, are enrolled (p. 16). 

The pamphlet deplores the fact that 
''before the child enters schoel his mind 
has already bPen profoundly marked, 
and often injuriously, by earlier influ
ences"-page 7. Among these "injurious 
influences" are "errors of home train
ing"-page 9-and the fact that "it is 
most frequently in the family that ·the 
children are infected with nationalism"
page 54. In the same vein, it points 
out: 

As long as the child b"!"eathes the poisoned 
air of nationalism, education in world-mind
edness can produce only rather precarious 
results. As we have pointed out, it is fre
quently the family that infects the child 
with extreme nationalism. The school should 
therefore use the means described earlier to 
combat family attitudes that favor jingo
ism (p. 58). 

The pamphlet, which is a group re
port on a UNESCO seminar conducted 
in Lausanne, Switzerland, concludes: 

Education for world-mindedness • • • 
is a political problem even more than an 
educational one, and the present position 
of the teachers does not, in general, permit 
them to intervene in the :field of politics 
with requisite authority. • • • 

We expressed the wish that UNESCO 
would persuade not only governments, but 
also public opinion, that the most urgent 
problem in the political :field is the educa
tional one, and, more particularly, that an 
intellectual and moral attitude favorable to 
international understanding and coopera
tion (which is civilization's only hope) can 
be promoted only by a school reorganized to 
this end and equipped with everything that 
is indispensable to its effort; that, conse
quently, the cost of such an enlightened 
education is a wise investment of the na
tional income; and that activity of the 
school cannot bring about the desired re
sult unless, repudiating every form of na
tionalism, the policy of the nation itself is 
one of international understanding and co-
operation (p. 60). • 

Practical implications for American 
education of this new internationalism 
are revealed with disconcerting fra.nk
ness in the Report of the President's 
Commission on Higher Education, vol. 
III, page 48 : · 

The role which education will play officially 
must be conditioned essentially by poli
cies established by the State Department in 
this country, and by ministries of foreign 
a1Iairs in other countries. Higher educa
tion must play a very important part in 
carrying out in this country the program 
developed by the UNESCO and in influencing 

that program by studies and reports bearing 
upon international relations. • • • The 
United States Office of Education must be 
prepared to work effectively with the State 
Department and with the UNESCO. 

It is interesting, in this connection, to 
read the view advocated by Lewis Mum
ford, for a number of years on the Com
mittee on Teacher Education of the 
American Council on Education-. In an 
address at a Conference on World Order 
in Rochester, N. Y., November 13, 1951, 
Dr. Mumford urged adoption by this 
country of a "universal policy" which 
"would off er" to the rest of the world 
"practical cooperation and tangible 
wealth and welfare." 

Such an offer, Dr. Mumford holds, 
"would be hard to resist, all the more be
cause we ourselves, as the wealthiest 
nation in the world, would by the very 
principles we uphold, have to pay the 
largest tax and receive the smallest 
amount of tangible benefits." That, of 
course, would be a super-Marshall plan. 

The program of social reconstruction 
through the schools becomes something 
indeed to contemplate if and when 
American teachers become the hand
maidens of the welfare state in America 
and, in addition, of a world welfare state 

·with America picking up the check. 
XIV. A SUMMING UP 

Responsible public criticism of the 
schools is an American right and duty. 
It is the only way of progress and im
provement. It is the only safeguard 
against unhealthy, harmful, and sub
versive developments. 

Responsible criticism will inevitably 
include, from time to time, criticism of 
the type which some educators and some 
members of educational officialdom dis
like and resent and, therefore, brand as 
"destructive." 

Notable recognition has recently been 
given these elementary principles in the 
State of Michigan. The State superin
tendent of public instruction, Dr. Lee 
Thurston, has created a commission on 
educational policies which includes in 
its membership both professional edu
cators and representatives of the lay 
public. This · commission has undertak
en to appraise public criticism of the 
schools, to encourage responsiveness on 
the part of educators to legitimate criti
cism, and to establish greater mutual 
understanding between school leaders 
and the public they serve. 

In a communication to the school ad
ministrators of Michigan, the Commis
sion has said: 

In our American way, the supreme judge 
of the merits of the public school is the 
people. In the last analysis they pronounce 
the verdict. 

I cannot commend too strongly this 
undertaking, or the spirit reflected in 
this statement. It has a direct relevancy 
to the movement here documented. 

Insofar as there is a movement within 
public education circles to convert the 
schools into an agency of social recon
struction, into promoters of collectivism, 
socialism, or the welfare state, the Amer
ican people have a right to be aware of 
that fact and to have full information 
regarding that movement. 
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They have a right, furthermore, to 
criticize the movement, to oppose it, to 
brand it as "subversive," and to hold edu
cational leadership and members of the 
teaching profession strictly to account 
for it. · 

To deny these propositions is to deny 
the people the right and duty to "pro
nounce the verdict" on their own schools. 
To hold that the American citizen lacks 
the right to criticize, on the grounds that 
he does net possess sufficient "educa
t ional competence," is to say he lacks the 
competence of citizenship and the com
petence to pass judgment on wbat he de
sires either his society or his schools to 
be. I cannot think of any more undem
ocratic premise than that. 

One of the current alibis for this 
social-reconstruction - through - the
schools movement deserves passing note. 
In his book, "This Happened in Pasa
dena" <1951), David Hulburd comments 
on the criticism offered during the Pasa
dena controversy that Dr. Kilpatrick and 
other Dewey disciples "advanced, espz
cially in their written works, many radi
cal, political, and economic theories." Of 
this Mr. Hulburd says: 

It might be remembered, however, that 
these radical theories had been advanced in 
the thirties, when it was not uncommon for 
genuine liberals to espouse points of view 
which they no !anger hold (p. 53). 

The record documented herein has 
clearly established that the basic points 
of view espoused in the thirties are still 
espoused by the leaders and disciples of 
this movement. These points of view are 
reaffirmed in the AEF Statement of Pol
icy, in the writings of numerous progres
sive educators, and in modified form in 
the publications of the American As
sociation of School Administrators. 

As recently as early 1951, Kenneth D. 
Benne, in his presidential address at the 
National Conference of the American 
Education Fellowship in Philadelphia, 
was urging a new "Call to the Teachers of 
the Nation." Such a call, he said, "must 
have many elements in common with its 
forerunner of 1933"-Progressive Educa
t ion, April 1951, page 195. And Dr. Benne 
pointed out that "the way of thinking 
which the-original-call represented 
was never absent after 1933 from the 
thinking and activities of organized 
progressive education." He even cred
ited this "wa.y of thinking" with influenc
ing the National Education Association 
"to somewhat similar though more cau
tious conclusions." 

The record does not bear out the ef
fort of Hulburd to dismiss thus casually 
the "radical theories" of educators-and 
of this movement-in the thirties as 
"points of view which they no longer 
hold." The movement, as we have seen, 
persists, regardless of any changes of 
views on the part of some individuals. 

Even if there are individual advocates 
of these theories who have subsequently 
abandoned these views, that fact would 
provide the strongest possible indictment 
of the proposal to promote social recon-

. struction through the classroom. A pro
cedure can scarcely be dignified with the 
name "education" if it involves promot
ing certain theories among students 
which the advocates of those theories 
later casually discard. On such a basis, 

the schools would become merely the 
mirrors of the prevailing fads of so-called 
"liberals." 

Educational officialdom and its spokes
men do the public schools a grave dis
service by attempting to deny the record 
of the movement which is documented 
here. They perform an even graver dis
service by a.ttempting · to suppress or 
"punish" discussion or criticism of this 
movement. A blanket denial is as un
warranted, and is as certain to create 
suspicion of the schools, as a blanket in
dictment of the schools. 

I have endeavored throughout this 
documentation to avoid not only a blan
ket indictment of the schools but any 
resort to emotionalized denunciation. I 
have endeavored to describe and define a 
movement which, I believe, is subversive 
both of American principles and of sound 
education. 

I believe that such a documentation 
will be welcomed not only by thoughtful 
American laymen, but by countless 
teachers and educators, who are con
cerned about certain trends in American 
life and education. 

Out of the experience of assembling 
this documentation has come the con
viction that the .American educational 
system, like America itself, despite it.s 
shortcomings and vagaries, carries with
in itself the seeds of self-correction and 
improvement. It is my firm conviction 
a.nd deep faith that responsible criticism 
within and outside the professional edu
cational circles constitutes a logical and 
effective partnership in the continuing 
task of achieving better schools and bet
ter education. 

I should like to emphasize one fact, 
which by the very nature of this docu
mentation, has received scant recogni
tion-the fact that the movement which 
I have here described has today, and 
from the very outset has had, outspok~n 
and vigorous opponents within the edu
cational profession. Present-day lay 
critics of this movement may take heart 
from this fact, for it is proof that their 
hostility to the movement does not 
arise solely from their "incompetence in 
educational matters" and it is assurance 
that they have powerful allies within the 
educational profession itself. 

Immediately following Dr. Counts' his
toric address at the Baltimore conven
tion, a Short Hills, N. J., teacher, Ellen 
Windom Warren Geer, raised these pene
trating questions to which no effective 
answers have been supplied in the 20 
years since : 

Shall we indoctrinate <young people) w~th 
social theories which ·se: m sound to us today, 
but which, b.Y the time our children are 
able to accomplish anything for their fur 
therance, may be hopelessly outdated, and 
the adherence to which will have incapaci
tated them for open-minded recognition of 
that fact? Or is there a higher courage in 
remaining faithful to the hitherto untried 
experiment of developing a courageous opeu
mindedness in the belief that so equipped, 
the new generation may be able, after they 
leave. us, to cope with a changing civilization, 
only dimly foreseen by us, with far more wis
dom than we can hope to attain ourselves? 
What course ls truly "progressive?" (Pro
gressive Education, April 1932, pp. 265 ff.) 

Then there is the judgment offered by 
the distinguished American historian, 

James Truslow Adams, commenting on 
the "Call to the Teachers of the Nation": 

I do not see that the teachers of America 
have any right to set up as a "powerful or
ganization," free from all influence outside
except for being guaranteed tenure and ade
quate compensation by the economic order 
which otherwise thev are free to flout-td 
say precisely what the future society must 
be and to train the youth of the Nation to 
believe solely in the teachers' utopia. 

My experience with graduates of the pub
lic schools is that they have never been 
taught to u se their minds or to learn the 
use of intellectual tools. It seems to me 
that there is a task calling for all the abili
ties of such teachers as we yet have, rather 
than shattering this world to bits to mold 
it nearer to the Teachers' Union's desire
even if the union could agree on a desire. 
(Progressive Education, October 1933, pp. 
303-314.) 

There is also the warning of John L. 
Tildsley, associate superintendent of the 
New York City public schools, offered 
in 1938, against the "seeming indiffer
ence" of the frontier thinkers "to the 
steady deterioration in an ever-acceler
ated degree in the quality of public ele
mentary and secondary education in this 
country." · 

And Dr. Tildsley offered the furthe5.· 
counsel that-
• The supreme need of America today is 
neither an immediate democratic collectivist 
society nor more complete academic freedom. 
It is the creation of a highly intelligent. so
cial minded, self-disciplined, Effi~ient body of 
citizens and a supply of thoroughly trained, 
courageous, strong-willed, potential leaders 
and administrators. (Social Fron tier, IV: 
319-322.) 

There is the sober counsel offered by 
President Orville c. Pratt of the National 
Education Association in the NEA Jour
nal of November 1936-page 238: 

Should we • • not emphasize beth 
sides of academic freedom? The issue of 
loyalty oaths would have made less headway 
if, in connection with the statement of our 
right of academic freedom, we had at the 
same time clearly and emphatically stated 
our duty to be absolutely loyal and to in
culcate American ideals. 

As a result of neglecting to state the duty 
side of academic freedom, we find ourselves 
now in the position of being regarded 1n 
some quarters with suspicion. We know 
that the suspicion has no foundation in fact 
and W€ resent it. Under these circumstances 
what we ought to do is to assure the public 
that the teachers of America are over
whelmingly and intensely patriotic. By all 
means, let us insist on our rights, but let 
us be no less zealous in acknowledging and 
performing our duties. 

There is the penetrating criticism of 
the AEF policy presented by two di
rectors of that organization in 19~8. 

Lester B. Hall, superintendent of schools 
of Highland Park, Ill., and Harold G. 
Shane, AEF vice president, and superin
tendent of schools of Winnetka, Ill. 

In their criticism of this policy dec
laration, they wr::>te: 

It appears from study that a particular 
doctrine or body of dogma has been estab· 
lished, which presumably is to be accepted 
for implementation by members of the asso
ciation. It does not seem that this accept
ance of a "line" or ·"position" is compatible 
with the progressive tradition. (Progressive 
Education, April 1948, p. 110.) 
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Continuing, the educators point out: 
In the policy • • • sharp criticism 

is directed at the present American eco
nomic organization, without any comparable 
attempt to analyze the strengths of the sys
tem. Nowhere in the document is a schol
arly effort made to evalu ate the strengths of 
a capitalistic organization, or to point to 
ways in which it might be improved. In
stead, emphasis is placed by implication 
upon the strengths of a more socialized econ
omy, which presumably has no weaknesses 
worthy of mention. Such a bias seems a 
marked and undesirable departure from the 
a:sociation's belief in free inquiry, full dis
cussion, and intelligent decision in view of 
all pertinent facts. 

This discerning criticism likewise 
points out that the policy statement con
stitutes "the tacit assumption of general 
approval of the direction being taken by 
most of the socialized states in the world 
today," and that "criticism of America's 
economic order and foreign policy in the 
document is not balanced by analysis of 
the policies of other nations, including 
these within the Russian orbit, whose 
policies are at least as much, if not 
more, open to question"-page 110, 
ibidem. 

Finally, this criticism offers the stern 
warning that progressive educators 
"must avoid being duped by those who 
would use the liberal movement in Amer
ican education for ends other than the 
orderly advancement and achievement 
of the ideals of free peoples"-ibidem, 
page 111. 

There is the view expressed at the 
Barnard Forum in New York City in 
February of this year by Dean Francis 
M, Crowley, of the Fordham University 
Collzge of Education: 

The progressive social philosophy of edu
cation generates confusion and fosters dis
integration. The school should not be used 
as an instrument to agitate for overthrow 
of existing society. 

Finally, there is the discerning an
alysis of current "attacks" on the schools 
offered by Dr. Willard B. Spalding, dean 
of the College of Education of the Uni
versity of Illinois, writing in the Novem
ber 1951 Progressive Education. Dr. 
Spalding frankly acknowledges the ex
istence of a "cluster of stereotypes" which 
have developed in the minds of a grow
ing number of Americans with respect 
to progresive education. 

One of these clusters-

He adds-
centers around the belief that progressive 
education is attempting to indoctrinate boys 
and girls with an idea about the form and 
nature of our society and the government 
which it should have, which will erode away 
or destroy the type of ~overnment which we 
now have. • * * In this cluster, we find 

· that progressive education is directed toward 
indoctrinating belief in the welfare state; 
that· the social-studies teaching is done by 
teachers who . are opposed to the capitalistic 
system of free enterprise and favor socialism 
or some other brand of collectivism; and 
thai.; progressive education is opposed to 
patriotism and to a belief in the fundamen
tal principles which underlie our country. 

Dr. Spalding refuses to attribute the 
persi.'.:>tence of such beliefs solely to the 
sponsorship of "self-seeking groups and 
individuals." He reft:ses to accept the 
explanation that they are "kept alive by 
subversive rfaht-wing groups in order 

that they might strengthen their own 
treasuries or have some theme which 
they could use in their literature." 

On the contrary, Dr. Spalding believes 
that whereas progressive education orig .. 
inally was concerned with "the develop
ment of the science of education," it has 
"somehow got off the track." He believes 
that dogma was substituted for scien
tific inquiry and adds that he "is proud to 
be one of many" persons who left the 
Progressive Education Association and 
the American Education Fellowship be
cause of this trend. 

With a frankness and fairness not al
ways paralleled today by educational 
leaders, Dr. Spalding concludes: 

Why do they (these stereotypes) persist 
and why are they so widespread? I submit 
that perhaps the major reason for this is the 
abandonment by the progressive-education 
movement of i ts early search for a science of 
education. • • • 

The * * • cluster of stereotypes • • • 
about indoctrinating a political theory, is . a 
direct result of publications of organiza
tions like the AEF. Few teachers do what 
is charged against all, but people do not read 
the list of members, and attribute those 
ideas to all teachers. 

Some of us feel that the progressive-edu
cation movement has been captured by a 
group who are more concerned with chang
ing society than with improving the quality 
of instruction in the classrooms of America. 
I think that change in the direction of the 
movement, because of this change in leader
ship, has been unfortunate for American 
education as a whole. * * "' 

In the long run, we can only eliminate the 
sterotypes about education from the Ameri
can mind by eliminating the conditions 
w!lich cause them. 

It is inexpressibly heartening to read 
these words. 

I believe the elimination of the condi
tions in the American public school de
scribed by Dr. Spalding and documented 
herein is a joint concern and a joint en
terprise of professional educators, elected 
public school officials and lay citizens and 
organizations. 

I do not look to repressive legislation, 
to indiscriminate denunciation, to reck:
less witch hunting, or to the high-volt
age emotional tactics of name calling, 
to accomplish this result. 

Rather, I believe that the key to the 
elimination of these conditions lies pri
marily in full exposure of these condi
tions to public knowledge, in fearless 
criticism of the movement which has 
created the conditions, and in increasing 
public cooperation between educational 
leadership and all interested citizens 
through agencies and procedures ex
emplified by the Michigan Commission 
on Educational Policies. 

MAJOR SOURCE MATERIALS AND BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Dare Progressive Education Be Pro
gressive? Paper by Dr. George S. 
Counts, delivered at Baltimore meeting 
of Progressive Education Association, 
February 1932. Progressive Education, 
April 1932, pages 257-263. 

Dare the Schools Build a New Social 
Order? Monograph by Dr. George S. 
Counts, April 15, 1932, incorporating ma
terial presented in three addresses, Dare 
Progressive Education Be Progressive? 
Education Through Indoctrination, and 
Culture, Social Planning, and Leader
ship. 

A Call to the Teachers of the Nation, 
1933; Committee on Social and Economic 
Problems of the Progressive Educat ion 
Association. 

Conclusions and Recommendations · of 
the Commission on Social Studies, Amer
ican Historical Association, 1934. 

The Report of the Committee on Edu
cation for the New America of the De
partment of Superintendence of the Na
tional Education Association 1934 Pro
ceedings, NEA. 

The Social Frontier, a monthly journal 
published from 1934 to 1931. 

Frontiers of Democracy, successor to 
the Social Frontier, published from 1939 
to 1944. 

Progressive Education, official journal 
of the Progressive Education Association, 
now the American Education Fellow-
ship, 1932-51, inclusive. ·: 

Yearbook of the John Dewey Society, 
especially the First Yearbook, 1937, The 
Teacher and Society. 

Proceedings of the National Education 
Association, 1932-51, inclusive. 

Yearbook of the American Association 
of School Administrators, especially 
1947 and 1952 editions. 

A New Policy for the American Educa
tion Fellowship, November 1947, and 
February 1948, Progressive Education. 

The Soviet Challenge to America, Dr. 
George S. Counts, 1931. 

National Education Association Jour .. 
nal, 1933-51. 

This Happened in Pasadena, David 
Hulburd, 1951. 

Bulletin No. 35, National Commission 
for the Defense of Democracy Through 
Education, NEA, Harold Benjamin, 
chairman, 1951. 

American Education Under Fire, 
Ernest 0. Melby, 1951. 

A New Education for a New America, 
Prof. Harold J. Laski, the New Republic, 
July 29, 1936. 

American Education and the Social 
Struggle, Theodore Brameld, Science and 
Society-a Marxian Quarterly, fall, 1936. 

The Great Technology, Harold Rugg, 
1933. 

New Schools for a New Culture, 
Charles M. MacConnel, Ernest 0. Melby, 
and Christian 0. Arndt. 

Design for America, Theodore Bram
eld. 

Ends and Means in Education, Theo
dore Brameld, 1950. 

Toward World Understanding, vol
umss I to VII, UNESCO. 

Report of the President's Commission 
on Higher Education, volume III. 

Who Owns Your Child's Mind? John 
T. Flynn, Reader's Digest, October 1951. 

'Who's Trying To Ruin Our Schools? 
Arthur D. Morse, McCall's magazine, 
September 1951. 

The Civil Rights of Conservative Men 
in Education, the Case of Alpheus W. 
Ray, superintendent of elementary 
schools, Roseville, Calif., brief issued by 
California Sons of the American Revo
lution, 1951. 

Eighth Report, Senate Investigating 
Committee on Education, State of Cali
fornia, 1951. 

Statement to Michigan School Ad
ministrators, the Michigan Commission 
on Educational Policies, 1951. 

The Pasadena Story, National Com
mission for the Defense of Democracy 
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Through Education of the NEA, June 
1951. 

School and Society, particularly Octo
ber 29, 1949, Communism and Fascism 
in the Schools, John J. DeBoer; March 
25, 1950, review of Communism and 
American Education, W.W. Brickman; 
April 22, 1950, the Politics of Scholastic 
Criticism, Col. George C. Reinhardt; 
July 22, 1950, Fear Is the Enemy, John 
J. DeBoer; October 14, 1950, What Is 
the Enemy? Col. George C. Reinhardt; 
January 20, 1951, the Danger of Au
thoritarian Attitudes in Teaching To
day, Sidney Hook; February 10, 1951, 
Policy and Leadership of the Americax.i 
Education Fellowship, Frederick S. 
Breed; July 14, 1951, Mr. Breed and the 
AEF, Kenneth D. Benne, and the Scape
goat Value of American Public Educa
tion, Douglas Rush: Ju1y 21, 1951, Why 
Raise an Oath Umbrella? Thomas 
Woody; and October 27, 1951, In Defense 
of the Critics of Education, Hugh R. Fra
ser, education editor, Pathfinder maga
zine, and Attack and Counterattack in 
Education, W. W. Brickman. 

Fortune, January 1952, the Social En
gineers, and March 1952, Groupthin.lt, 
William H. Whyte, Jr. 

Investigation of Teachers Union, Local 
No. 5fr5, UPWA-CIO, special subcommit
tee of the Committee on Education and 
Labor, House of Representatives, 1948. 

Atlantic Monthly, Quackery in the 
P ublic Schools, Lynd and Case, March 
and May 1950. 

The .SPEAKER. Under previous or
der of the House, the gentleman from 
Montana [Mr. MANSFIELD] is recognized 
for 3 minutes. 

GREAT FALLS AIR FORCE BASE 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I am 
in receipt of a telegram from the Great 
Falls Chamber of Commerce, which 
r-eads as follows: 

GBE..'T FALLS, MONT., March 20, 1952. 
Hon. MIKE MANSFIELD, 

House Office Buflding, 
Washington, D. C. 

Wednesday morning's Tribune has Wash
ington AP dispatch in which congressional 
House committee charged triplication and 
waste of manpower at Great Falls Air Force 
Base. Particularly commenting upon the 
burdensome function of keeping hundreds 
of certain roads in Montana open during 
winter. These, as you well know, are in con
junction with off-base se~ret installations 
which are classified as pertaining to national 
defense. Newspaper item also criticizes 
duplication of mess halls, where in fact new 
buildings are taking the place of old obso
lete ones, the life of which was 5 years, but 
they have been built 10 years and that these 
buildings were constructed on authority of 
Army Air Force officials and properly passed 
through Congress. 

It seems that everything mentioned in this 
dispatch is distorted and without founda
tion. Would appreciate it if you could in
f orm the committee and congress of the true 
conditions. Would appreciate your coop
eration. 

GREAT FALLS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
LLoYD M. CROXFORD, President, 
A. J. BREITEINSTEIN, Secretary. 

Mr. Speaker, it is amazing to me how 
a House subcommittee can make such 
charges on the basis of a ·1-hour stop
over at Great Falls Air Base. I under
stand the reason they stopped at Great 

Falls was not to investigate the base, but 
was due to engine trouble on their flight 
to Alaska. 

There is, as near as I can find out, no 
basis for the charges made. The Air 
Force did not use personnel to clear and 
maintain roads, as this was done by the 
Montana State Highway Department. 
Insofar as housing is concerned, there is 
absolutely no duplication, but, as a mat
ter of fact, there is a great need for more 
housing. Because of the lack of this 
needed housing, the Great Falls Air Base 
is in a sadly dilapidated state. This is 
deplorable when one considers that of all 
the air bases in the United States this is, 
in my opinion, the most important one 
in the entire Nation. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
extend remarks in the Appendix of the 
~ECORD, or to revise and extend remarks, 
was granted to: 

Mr. WILSON of Texas and to include 
an editorial. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio and to include a 
radio speech. 

Mr. O'TooLE and to include an article 
from the Seafarers Journal. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington and to 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia to revise and ex
t.3nd remarks made in Committee of the 
Whole and to include extraneous matter 
in two instances. 

Mr. BRYSON and to include a news
paper article. 

Mr. McGUIRE in three instances and to 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. SHELLEY (at the reques~ of Mr. 
McGUIRE) and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT in two instances and to 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. PATTEN. 
Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania and to in

clude an article. 
Mr. ROBERTS <at the request of Mr. 

RAINS) and to include an editorial. 
Mr. BROOKS and to include extraneous 

matter. 
Mr. PHILBIN. 
Mr. DoNoHuE and to include a news

paper article. 
Mr. MILLER of New York in three in

stances and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee and to include 
an editorial. 

Mr. LATHAM <at the request of Mr. 
MARTIN of Massachusetts) and to include 
extraneous matter. 

Mr. BAKEWELL <at the request of Mr. 
MARTIN of Massachusetts) and to in
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. 
Mr. MULTER and to include extraneous 

matter in remarks he made in Commit
tee of the Whole today. 

Mr. MULTER in three instances and 
to include extraneous matter. 

Mr. CANNON and to include a speech 
delivered in Chicago. 

Mr. McCORMACK and to include an ad
dress recently made by Hon. James A. 
Farley. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan and to in
clude a newspaper article. 

Mr. JENSEN and to include a statement. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab
sence was granted to: 

Mr. MORANO <at the request of Mr. 
SEELY-BROWN) on account of illness. 

Mr. FLooD <at the request of Mr. WAL
TER). for an indefinite period, on account 
of official business. 

Mr. HELLER on account of official busi
ness (SEC investigation). 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. STANLEY, from the Committee on 
House Administration, reported that that 
committee did on March 20, 1952, pre
sent to the President, for his approval, 
a bill of the House of the fallowing title: 

H. R. 1012. An act to permit educational, 
religious, or charitable institutions to im
port textile machines and parts thereof for 
instructional purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord
ingly <at 6 o'clock and 39 minutes p. m.>, 
under its previous order, the House ad
journed until Monday, March 24, 1952, 
at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1269. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Army, transmitting the annual report of the 
Department of the Army relative to the dis
posal of Army excess personal property lo
cated in areas outside the continental United 
States, Alaska, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the 
Virgin Islands, for the calendar year 1951, 
pursuant to section 404 ( d). title IV, of the 
Federal Property_ and Administrative Serv
ices Act of 1949 (Public Law 152, 81st Cong.); 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive Departments. 

1270. A letter from the chairman, Export
Import Bank of Washington, transmitting 
the Thirteenth Semiannual Report of the Ex
port-Import Bank of Washington, for the 
period July to December 1951, pursuant to 
section 9 of the Export-Import Bank Act of 
1945, as amended; to the Committee on Bank
ing and Currency. 

1271. A letter from the Comptroller Gen
eral of the United States, transmitting the 
report on the audit of the accounts and 
financial statements of certain banks and 
corporations supervised by Farm Credit Ad
ministration for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1951, pursuant to the Government Cor
poration Control Act (31 U.S. C. 841) (H. Doc. 
No. 399); to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Executive Departments and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. KIRWAN: Committee on Appropria
t ions. H. R. 7176. A bill making appropri~
tions for the Department of the Interior for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1953, and fi>r 
other purposes; without amendment (Rert. 
No. 1628). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Miss THOMP3:J T of Michigan: Coomittee 
on the Judiciary. S. 1181. An act to extend . 
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the Youth Correct ions Act to the District of 
Columbia; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1629). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. KIRWAN: 
H. R. 7176. A bill making appropriations 

for the Department of the Interior for t he 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1953, and for oth er 
purposes; to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

By Mr. ENGLE: 
H. R. 7177. A bill to authorize works for 

development and furnishing of water sup
plies for waterfowl management, lower San 
Joaquin Valley, Central Valley project, Cali
fornia, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of California: 
H. R. 7178. A bill to authorize works for 

development and furnishing of water sup
plies for waterfowl management, lower San 
Joaquin Valley, Central Valley project, Cali
fornia, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ALBERT: 
H. R. 7179. A bill to provide for the fur

ther development of cooperative azricultural 
extension work; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of T~xas: 
H. R. 7180. A bill to provide for the fur

ther development of cooperative agricultural 
extension work; to the Committe~ on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. BERRY: 
H. R. 7181. A bill to approp1·iate $25,000,000 

for the establishment of laboratories for re
search and study of foot-and-mouth disease 
and other animal diseases, as authorized by 
section 12 of the act of May 29, 1884, as 
amended; to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

By Mr. HARVEY: 
H. R. 7182. A bill to provide for the deduc

tion by a divorced husband of certain pay
ments for the support of minor children, for 
the reduction of the exemptions claimed by 
the divorced wife in such cases, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SIMPSON of Pennsylvania: 
H. R. 7183. A bill to amend section 112 (n) 

of the Internal Revenue Code (relating to 
nonrecognition of gain from sale or exchange 
of residence) with respect to persons serving 

- on active duty with the Armed ·Forces ·of the 
United States; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WITHROW: 
H. R. 7184. A bill to amend the act of July 

6, 1945, as amended (Public Law 134, 79th 
Cong.), to provide overtime compensation 
for employees of the postal transportation 
service for service in excess of 32 hours per
formed in any calendar week in which a 

. holiday oecu·rs; to the Committee · on Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. McKINNON: 
H. R. 7185. A bill to provide for research 

into and demonstration of practical means 
for the economical production, from sea or 
other saline waters, of water suitable for 
agricultural, industrial, municipal, and 
other beneficial consumptive uses, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. CLEMENTE: 
H. R. 71£6. A bill to amend title 28, United 

States Code, to require Federal grand and 
petit jurors to take an oath of allegiance and 
subscrite to an affidavit, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 7187. A bill to provide reduced annui
ties S\t age 55 after 15 years of civilian serv
ice for persons involuntarily separated from 

the Federal service not by removal for cause; 
to the Commit tee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. DOUGHTON: 
H. R. 7188. A bill to provide that the add i

tional tax imposed by section 2470 (a) (2) 
of the Internal Revenue Code shall not apply 
in r_espect of coconut oil produced in, or 
produced from materials grown in, the Ter
ritory of the Pacific Islands; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

H. R. 7189. A bill to amend the provisions 
of the In ternal Revenue Code which relate 
to machine guns and short-barreled fire
arms, so as to impose a tax on the making 
of sawed-off shotguns and to extend such 
provision s to Alaslrn and Hawaii, and for 
ot her pu rposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and M·eans. 

By Mr. HESS: 
H.J. Res. 407. Joint resolution designating 

the 7-day period beginring October 20, 1952, 
as Clea ner Air Week; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEED: 
H.J. Res. 408. Joint resolution authorizing 

the Commissioner of Labor Statistics to pre
pare and publish a Consumers' Price Index 
and certain other indexes and budgets; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BARDEN: 
H. Res. 585. Resolution authorizing the 

printing of the committee print en titled 
"Federal Educational Activities and Educa
t ional Issues Before Congress" as a House 
document; to ~he Committee on House Ad
ministration. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, me
morials were presented and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GOODWIN: Resolution of the Mas
sachusetts Legislature, memorializing Con
gress to place a limitation upon the amount 
of money to be spent by the Federal Govern
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HESELTON: Resolution of the Gen
eral Court of the Commonwealth of Mas
sachusetts, memorializing Congress to place 
a limitation upon the amount of money to 
be spent by the Federal Government; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusets: Rernlu
tion of the General Court of Massachusetts, 
memorializing Congress to place a limitation 
upon the amount of money to be spent by 
the Federal Government; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis
lature of the · State of Massachusetts, me
morializing the President· and the Congress 
of the United States· to place a limitation 
upon the amount of money to be spent by 
the Federal Government; to the Committee
on the Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RE30LUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule xXII, private 
-bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows; 

By Mr. ANFUSO: 
H. R. 7190. A bill for the relief of Vincenzo 

Como; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 7191. A bill for the relief of Antonio 

Messina; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

H. R. 7192. A bill for the relief of Luigi 
Rizzi, also known as Louis Rizzi; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLATNIK: 
H. R. 7193. A bill for the relief of Marina 

George Loizas Kellis; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. -KEARNS: 
H. R. 7194 .- A bill for the relief of Adaman

. . tios Niamonitakis; · to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING of Pennsylvania: 
H. R. 7195. A bill for the relief of Harilaos 

. Filippos Ikonomou; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: 
H. R. 7196. A bill for the relief of Antonio 

Fopp; to the Committee on Int0 rstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: 
H. R. 7197. A bill for the relief of William 

E. Ackerknecht; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. O 'BRIEN of Illinois: 
H. R. 7198. A bill for the relief of Louis 

Joseph Rago; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. · 

By l\[r. REES of Kansas: 
H. R. 7199. A bill for the relief of Shung 

Yon Rhee; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

643. By Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania. 
Resolution of the Woman's Club of Irwin, 
Pa., demanding that immediate steps be taken 
to increase aircraft production so that, with
out delay, the air forces of the United States 
will be superior in type and number to any 
other in the world; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

644. By Mr. PRESTON: Petition of the 
Uvalda (Ga.) Lions Club, relative to preserva
tion of constitutional government; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

645. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Resolu
tion of the Walworth County Taxpayers Asso
ciation, that Congress be urged to take 
note of the recommendations of its biparti
san fact-finding bodies such as the Hoover 
Commission, and adopt their recommenda
tions as a move toward balancing the Federal 
budget, reducing Federal debt, and placing 
the Federal Government on an efficient and 
sound :financial basis; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Executive Departments. 

646. Also, resolution of the Milwaukee 
County Highway Committee, requesting the 
Wisconsin Senators and Congressmen to 
assist in obtaining such radar equipment for 
General Mitchell Field; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ' 

I I ..... •• 
SENATE 

MONDAY, MARCH 24, 1952 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty and most gracious God, 
whose mercy is from everlasting to ever
lasting and whose goodness is new every 
morning and fresh every evening: We 
bow before Thee in contrition and grati
tude. In Thy light we- would find wis
dom for each perplexity, strength for 
each testing situation, safe guidance 
through every peril, and courage for 
every emergency. 

We thank Thee for our ability to re
spond to good impulses. Incline our 
hearts to obey every beckoning finger 
which invites our souls to larger life. 
Make us eager to translate the glowing 
impulse into the worthy deed. Give us 

· a divine discontent with low levels o-f 
lif~ -

We bririg our Nation to Thy throne. 
Protect, preserve, and unify our people. 

· May we see Thee as th~ guardiaa of- our 
Republic and the keeper of our destiny. 
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